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From: Maier, Brent
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Johnson, AudreyL; Meltzer, Kathy
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Martynowicz, Trina; Higuchi, Dean; Barbery, Andrea; Adams, Elizabeth; Jordan, Deborah;


 Diamond, Jane; Gullatt, Kristin; Scott, Jeff; Barhite, Steven; Manzanilla, Enrique; Lindsay, Nancy; Moyer, Robert;
 McCarroll, John; Schultz, Frances; Johnson, Kathleen; Miller, Amy; Hanf, Lisa; Gaudario, Abigail; McKaughan,
 Colleen


Subject: Reminder: Action Requested: OCIR Request for Hot Topics for Western Governor"s Association (WGA)
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:03:09 AM


All –


Just a quick reminder of the requested deadline of COB tomorrow, May 28th or updated or
 new Hot Topics “bullets” for the upcoming Western Governors’ Association meeting. See
 initial request below with Hot Topic bullets you can update/revise or delete. I have already
 received the Arizona Air updates from Colleen.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:14 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Johnson, AudreyL;
 Meltzer, Kathy
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Martynowicz, Trina; Higuchi, Dean; Barbery, Andrea; Adams, Elizabeth;
 Jordan, Deborah; Diamond, Jane; Gullatt, Kristin; Scott, Jeff; Barhite, Steven; Manzanilla, Enrique;
 Lindsay, Nancy; Moyer, Robert; McCarroll, John; Schultz, Frances; Johnson, Kathleen; Miller, Amy;
 Hanf, Lisa; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared; Gaudario, Abigail; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Action Requested: OCIR Request for Hot Topics for Western Governor's Association (WGA)


All –


Andrea Barbery in OCIR is requesting Region IX to provide “Hot Topics” for the upcoming
 Western Governors’ Association (WGA) meeting in Colorado on June 10th at which
 Administrator Gina McCarthy will be delivering a keynote address (see message below). I am
 attaching below Andrea’s message Region IX’s previous Hot Topics “bullets” from March
 2014 prepared in preparation for the ECOS meeting for your review and updating with any
 new issues if needed. Andrea is not looking for briefing papers, but rather bullet points as we
 submitted previously.


Ø  Please provide your submittals to me by COB Wednesday, May 28th so that I can
 compile and send to Front Office for final review before sending to Andrea by
 COB Thursday, May 29th as I will be out of the office on CDO on Friday, May
 30th.


Thanks in advance for your assistance with this request. Please give me a call if you have any







 questions or need any additional information.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Assunto, Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Schuster,
 Cindy
Cc: Bowles, Jack
Subject: Please send hot topics by Friday, 5/30


Hi all,


On Tuesday, June 10, Administrator McCarthy will be keynoting the Western Governors’
 Association Annual Meeting in Colorado Springs, CO. (See: Draft Agenda)


In preparation for this meeting, please send Hot Topics for your WGA states by next Friday,
 May 30.


As a reminder, WGA includes the following states –
Region 6: NM, OK, TX
Region 7: NE, KS
Region 8: All states
Region 9: All states & territories
Region 10: All states


Let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks!
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397


_ _ _ _ _


Andrea –
In response to your request on March 10th for Hot Topic bullets for the upcoming ECOS
 meeting, please find the Region IX submittals for Region IX. As you will see, we re-
submitted the Hot Topic bullets with some revisions/updates for Arizona, Hawaii, Nevada,
 Guam, CNMI, and American Samoa and added Hot Topic bullets for California.


Region IX:
Gov. Janice Brewer (Arizona)
Gov. Jerry Brown (California)








































From: Maier, Brent
To: Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; Scott, Jeff; Diamond, Jane; Moyer, Robert; Johnson, Kathleen;


 McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Lindsay, Nancy; Adams, Elizabeth;
 McCarroll, John; Woo, Nancy; Kemmerer, John; John, Steven


Cc: Johnson, AudreyL; Stollman, Scott; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Glosson, Niloufar; Zito, Kelly; Keener,
 Bill; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly


Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting
Date: Monday, March 10, 2014 3:16:13 PM
Attachments: 12 Hot Topics for NGA.docx


Dear Colleagues:


Please see attached note below from Andrea Barbery in OCIR and her request for Hot Topic
 bullets for our Region IX States. Since we just went through this exercise for the National
 Governor and Western Governor’s meeting In DC, the attached document includes what
 Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands.


Ø  Please feel free to update any of the previous Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific
 Islands Hot Topic bullets for Region IX included in the attached document on pages
 13 – 16 if needed, or if you wish to add any new bullets for those States, you are
 welcome to do that as well.  


Ø  What we now need is to request Hot Topic bullets for California since ECOS will
 be in California and Secretary Rodriquez will be attending and Governor Jerry
 Brown will be giving a keynote address on April 1st. Please remember that all we
 need is 2 – 3 sentences per Hot Topic bullet. We do not need extensive write-ups.
 Please see attached document as a template for what we are looking for.


Please provide me your Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California as
 well as any updates for the Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific
 Islands and I will compile and send to the Front Office for their review early Monday
 morning so that we can finalize and send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17


Good afternoon!


Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend
 events, another meeting looms on the horizon…
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ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2,
 2014.  I am pleased to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or
 DRAs, as well as a hearty group of senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy
 Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics. 
 Fortunately, thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work
 behind us, with just a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info
 in the attached, and let me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during
 the last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397












Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov
 
From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; Scott, Jeff; Diamond, Jane; Moyer, Robert; Johnson,
 Kathleen; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Lindsay, Nancy;
 Adams, Elizabeth; McCarroll, John; Woo, Nancy; Kemmerer, John; John, Steven
Cc: Johnson, AudreyL; Stollman, Scott; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Glosson, Niloufar; Zito,
 Kelly; Keener, Bill; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High







 
Dear Colleagues:
 
Please see attached note below from Andrea Barbery in OCIR and her request for Hot Topic
 bullets for our Region IX States. Since we just went through this exercise for the National
 Governor and Western Governor’s meeting In DC, the attached document includes what
 Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands.
 
Ø  Please feel free to update any of the previous Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific


 Islands Hot Topic bullets for Region IX included in the attached document on pages
 13 – 16 if needed, or if you wish to add any new bullets for those States, you are
 welcome to do that as well.  


 
Ø  What we now need is to request Hot Topic bullets for California since ECOS will


 be in California and Secretary Rodriquez will be attending and Governor Jerry
 Brown will be giving a keynote address on April 1st. Please remember that all we
 need is 2 – 3 sentences per Hot Topic bullet. We do not need extensive write-ups.
 Please see attached document as a template for what we are looking for.


 
Please provide me your Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California as
 well as any updates for the Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific
 Islands and I will compile and send to the Front Office for their review early Monday
 morning so that we can finalize and send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
 
Good afternoon!
 
Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend
 events, another meeting looms on the horizon…
 
ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2,
 2014.  I am pleased to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or
 DRAs, as well as a hearty group of senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy
 Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics. 
 Fortunately, thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work







 behind us, with just a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info
 in the attached, and let me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during
 the last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397












From: Baca, Andrew
To: Guadagno, Tony; Koslow, Karin; Siegal, Tod; Edgell, Joe; Scott, Jessica
Subject: Review Requested: 2013 WHTNC and EPA Listening Session Hot Topic Bullets for Administrator McCarthy
Date: Wednesday, November 06, 2013 2:10:21 PM
Attachments: 2013 WHTNC and EPA Listening Session Draft Hot Topic Bullets for McCarthy.docx


Tony,


In previous years OGC has reviewed the background materials for the WHTNC.  For this year’s
 WHTNC the NPMs and Regions have provided very high level summaries of hot topics that may be
 raised either at the WHTNC or the EPA Listening Session.  With a few outstanding items remaining,
 the document is available for your review.  This document is background only and will be included in
 materials that are provided to the Administrator in advance of next week’s meetings.  EPA’s senior
 leadership will be present for the EPA Listening Session (as well as the WHTNC) and will be available
 to provide additional details at the Administrator’s request.  There is a pre-brief this Friday with the
 Administrator and Carol Ann has been invited to participate.   If you have any questions please let
 me know. 


Thanks.


Andrew Baca
American Indian Environmental Office
U.S. EPA, Office of International and Tribal Affairs
Phone: (202) 566--0185


Please visit our website:
www.epa.gov/tribal


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. see partial release folder





















From: sun, nelly
To: Zito, Kelly; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared; Keener, Bill; Martynowicz, Trina; Adachi, Robert
Cc: Gaudario, Abigail; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Revised Weekly for June 30, 2014
Date: Monday, June 30, 2014 8:40:38 AM
Attachments: Weekly Report 063014 NS.docx


Dear all:


Per email sent by Elizabeth below, the weekly has been revised to reflect information on Clark
 County. 


Nelly


From: Adams, Elizabeth 
Sent: Friday, June 27, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Martynowicz, Trina
Cc: sun, nelly; Gaudario, Abigail; Wilder, Ceciley; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Newly revised weekly for Air Division- June 27- please use this one


HI folks-


Clark County’s redesignation request and maintenance plan was signed today versus next week so I
 moved the entry up to a highlight of the past week and added a few more details.


Thanks,
EJA


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308
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From: Powers, Tom
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Schedule choices: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 6:20:52 AM


Hi, Janet –
 
The DOE meeting (“White House Energy Subgroup”) now conflicts with the year-end priorities meeting with Bob next Wednesday   I assume you would prefer I go to the DOE meeting, correct?  One
 of them may move by the time next week rolls around, but in case nothing does…
 
Let me know if you have any different thoughts   Thanks
 
Tom
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Re: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
 
Tom and Tamara


DOE has moved this meeting to 2 00 on January 8  Let me know if you can make it  I will forward the invite to you and we can sit down and chat on it on the 6th  ll have office reps on by phone but
 would appreciate your presence at the meeting if possible  Its very early stages and will run the gamut of many energy issues and look at funding issues as well  DOE is well aware of our lack of
 funding opportunities but it will be good to hear what exists from the other agencies


Looking forward to hopefully working with you on this  


Pat


From: McCabe, Janet
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 7:25:07 PM
To: Childers, Pat; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: RE: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup
 
Thanks, Pat—that sounds good
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 10:03 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
 
Happy New Year – Janet, Tom Tamara and Betsy and Jim
 
DOE has moved forward with setting up an interagency meeting to begin discussions on the Whitehouse NAAC Energy Subgroup.
 
As Janet noted I previously recommended having an OAP and OAQPS lead on the group, based on the below perhaps, Tom, Tamara and myself can attend the kick
 off meeting (with call ins from OAP and OAQPS if possible) and figure out future staffing after that.
 
I have attached the previous background document on this and have requested to see if there is new info being pulled together.
 
Janet and Betsy – this is on the same day as the NTC meeting with Janet which starts at 11:00 I believe.  I can meet you at Potomac Yard following this
 meeting, but I think you all will be in good shape for that meeting and Laura will be in town.
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
This note serves to confirm that the interagency meeting of DOE, DOI, USDA, and EPA to discuss the WH NAAC Energy Subgroup:
 
When:  Wednesday January 8, 2014 from 10:00 am to 11:30 am
 
Where:  US Department of Energy Headquarters, 1000 Independence Ave, SW, Washington, DC 20585
                ROOM 5E-081
 
Conference Call-in Number:  Will be provided upon rsvp and sent by email. 
 
*** Please RSVP (send to albert.petrasek@hq.doe.gov and Jorge.mariani@hq.doe.gov) and send names of those individuals from DOI who will be attending in
 person to assist with clearance at security.  Conference call-in line will be provided for those that have rsvp'd.
 
In the meantime, please contact Brandt Petrasek (albert.petrasek@hq.doe.gov) or by phone at 202 586 4818.
 
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 7:01 PM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Childers, Pat; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: Re: summary of interagency NGS meeting
 
Thanks, this is a great summary


Pat childers sent a separate note on the tribal energy subcommittee to betsy and me asking for advice in staffing it and suggesting OAP and/or OAQPS people  To the extent it's focused on AZ and
 renewables, as these notes indiacte, you guys ought to be plugged in--I'm cc'ing Pat so he's aware, and will also foirwward Pat's note to tamara and tom


From: Powers, Tom
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:21:50 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: summary of interagency NGS meeting
 
Tamara –
 
Excellent summary of yesterday s meeting   I think you accurately captured all the high points, with the possible addition of the EIS schedule showing completion in December, 2017   (A long way out
 there)
 
I would be happy to provide input/comment when you start working on the “what IS the roadmap?” project   Let me know how I can be helpful
 
Tom
 


From: Saltman, Tamara 







Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:04 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom
Subject: summary of interagency NGS meeting


Janet and Tom,


Here is a summary of the key points from the meeting  Tom, if you have anything to add please chime in  We only got one deliverable, which we should make sure we talk about sometime in early
 Jan; I ll try to get something on calendars  February is a big month for public outreach  And there is a new federal clean energy on tribal lands group we should pay attention to


BART


-          Region 9 has gotten a request to extend the comment period on the BART proposal (this would be the 4th extension – the proposal went out in Jan 2013) from the White Mountain Apache
 Tribe  


-          Letty and David Palumbo plan to meet with the Hopi Tribe, including the new Chairman, in January, to continue the fence-mending process  DOI has every intention of supporting clean
 energy development at Hopi too (they aren t identified as receiving it in the TWG agreement), and is willing to enter into an agreement to that effect if needed


-          We will be receiving a joint comment from all TWG Agreement signatories (presumably supporting the TWG alternative)  We may also receive individual comments from signatories on what
 they would like us to do in case we don t finalize the TWG agreement version of BART


-          DOI is going to share with stakeholders and the public their analysis of the environmental impacts of the TWG to counter the public perception that the TWG agreement is worse for the
 environment than the 3 SCRS in 2021-2023  


-          Carbon reduction goal planning from the TWG is coming in early 2014 (to meet that part of DOI s TWG commitments)
-         


NREL Phase 2
-          Had a long staff meeting on this earlier this week; will be getting more specifics on what the analysis will entail in January  (FYI, this is needed to help us figure out what part we are


 contributing $ to so that I can process the paperwork  I think we have a vehicle to get funding directly to NREL)
-          DOI/NREL will put NREL Phase 2 scope of work out for stakeholder comment in February
-          This is our only to do item: There was some discussion about what the “roadmap” we committed to having public input to in the Joint Statement last year should be  We all agree it s not


 NREL Phase 2 or the TWG agreement; but need to be able to explain what it IS  I agreed to work with David Palumbo and Steve Lindenberg to draft a definition for the workgroup to react to
 We hope to get this agreed to by everyone before the February outreach


EIS
-          Public EIS process will start in February  DOI will give us all a heads up ahead of time and send us their working schedule on the EIS


There are 2 new clean energy on tribal land groups, one of feds and one of not-feds+NREL
-          Secretary Jewell and Secretary Moniz (apparently after a conversation with Administrator McCarthy and Secretary Vilsack) have formed a tribal energy subgroup of the [I think a WH group


 on Tribal issues but didn t apparently write down the name]  The goal is to support clean energy for Tribes, and they intend to focus first on AZ  They are planning to invite us and Agriculture
 to join the subgroup  We ll need to figure out what that might entail and how to participate


-          There is a group of environmental (EDF, WRA, Grand Canyon Trust), educational (NAU), and power organizations (Western Area Power Administration) and NREL also getting together to
 develop a strategy for how they think DOI should implement all its TWG commitments to encourage clean power  They may go broader than that too – it s not clear  And to my knowledge
 this group doesn t have a name yet  Also, Tracy LeBeau from DOE is now detailed to WAPA


Tamara


redactions: internal deliberative process

















From: sun, nelly
To: Strauss, Alexis; Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; DIAMOND, JANE; Scott, Jeff; Johnson, Kathleen; Lindsay,


 Nancy; John, Steven; McCullough, Thomas; Zimpfer, Amy; Kabei, Arlene; Tenley, Clancy; McKaughan, Colleen;
 Meer, Daniel; Adams, Elizabeth; Schultz, Frances; Kemmerer, John; Anderson, Julie; Taylor, Katherine; Drake,
 Kerry; Montgomery, Michael; Woo, Nancy; Moyer, Robert; Barhite, Steven; Edwards, Gina; Keener, Bill; Pratt,
 Kristen; Gaudario, Abigail; Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Truong, Carolyn;
 Heller, Zoe; Miller, Amy; Wilder, Ceciley; Pon, Lily; Chan, Agnes; Anaya, Mercedes; CHENG, CHRISTINA; Moore,
 Linda; Elauria, Rosario; DeVere, DavidE; Huetteman, Tom


Subject: September 3, 2013 Weekly Regional Report
Date: Friday, August 30, 2013 10:23:22 AM
Attachments: Weekly Report 090313.docx


.............................................................
Nelly Sun
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
75 Hawthorne Street, ORA-1
San Francisco, CA  94105
(T) 415.947.4237
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From: Heller  Zoe
To: Jordan  Deborah; Scott  Jeff; Manzanilla  Enrique; Diamond  Jane; McCullough  Thomas; Johnson  Kathleen; Zito  Kelly; John  Steven; Ryerson.Teddy;


 Moyer  Robert; Edwards  Gina; Strauss  Alexis; Blumenfeld  Jared
Cc: Schultz  Frances; Barhite  Steven; Adams  Elizabeth; Woo  Nancy; Lindsay  Nancy; Miller  Amy; Truong  Carolyn; Keener  Bill; Lyons  John; Glosson


 Niloufar; Machol  Ben; Albright  David; Harris-Bishop  Rusty; Camp  Christiane; Plenys  Thomas; Hanf  Lisa; Reyes  Deldi; Priselac  Adrienne; Herrera
 Angeles; Meltzer  Kathy; BANDROWSKI  MIKE; Ebbert  Laura; Tenley  Clancy; Yeary  Asia; Higuchi  Dean; McCarroll  John; Chilingaryan  Sona; Torres
 Tomas; Glenn  William; Marincola  JamesPaul; Taylor  Katherine; Martynowicz  Trina; Glenn  William


Subject: Strategic Plan Tracking Updates - Novermber 2013
Date: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 3:32:06 PM
Attachments: Strategic Plan Tracking - Geographic November 2013 Updates.xlsx


Strategic Plan Tracking - Media November 2013 updates.xlsx


Thank you for all of the hard work that went into this update. 


The spreadsheet is now a living document.  All of the new text in this update is indicated in red.  Thank you for including new
 actions to better represent the Region’s current work and striking out the completed actions.


Our next step is to update the strategic plan website with the new actions.  We will also include the public update section on the
 website. http://www.epa.gov/region9/strategicplan/index.html


Additionally, we would like to get the document on sharepoint (when it is available) to make the updates easier and more efficient.


Please let me know if you have any questions.


Zoe


Zoë Heller 
Special Assistant 
Office of the Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, R9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
(415) 972-3074 


From: Heller, Zoe 
Sent: Wednesday, October 23, 2013 11:58 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; Scott, Jeff; Manzanilla, Enrique; Diamond, Jane; McCullough, Thomas; Johnson, Kathleen; Zito, Kelly; John,
 Steven; Ryerson.Teddy; Moyer, Robert; Edwards, Gina; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared
Cc: Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Adams, Elizabeth; Woo, Nancy; Lindsay, Nancy; Miller, Amy; Truong, Carolyn; Keener, Bill; Lyons,
 John; Glosson, Niloufar; Machol, Ben; Albright, David; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Camp, Christiane; Plenys, Thomas; Hanf, Lisa; Reyes, Deldi;
 Priselac, Adrienne; Herrera, Angeles; Meltzer, Kathy; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Ebbert, Laura; Tenley, Clancy; Yeary, Asia; Higuchi, Dean;
 McCarroll, John; Chilingaryan, Sona; Torres, Tomas; Glenn, William; Marincola, JamesPaul
Subject: Strategic Plan Tracking Update - New Due Date: 11/5


Please submit your updates to me by November 5th.


Thank you!
Zoe


Zoë Heller 
Special Assistant 
Office of the Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, R9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
(415) 972-3074


From: Heller, Zoe 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 3:06 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; Scott, Jeff; Manzanilla, Enrique; DIAMOND, JANE; McCullough, Thomas; Johnson, Kathleen; Zito, Kelly; John,
 Steven; Ryerson.Teddy; Moyer, Robert; Edwards, Gina; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared


Deleted "Geographic" spreadsheet - not responsive. Converted only the responsive portion of "Media" spreadsheet to 
PDF and deleted from here. 







Cc: Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Adams, Elizabeth; Woo, Nancy; Lindsay, Nancy; Miller, Amy; Truong, Carolyn; Keener, Bill; Lyons,
 John; Glosson, Niloufar; Machol, Ben; Albright, David; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Camp, Christiane; Plenys, Thomas; Hanf, Lisa; Reyes, Deldi;
 Priselac, Adrienne; Herrera, Angeles; Meltzer, Kathy; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Ebbert, Laura; Tenley, Clancy; Yeary, Asia; Higuchi, Dean;
 McCarroll, John; Chilingaryan, Sona; Torres, Tomas; Glenn, William; Marincola, JamesPaul
Subject: Strategic Plan Tracking Update - Due 10/2
 
It is time to report on our Region 9 Strategic Plan progress and provide updates to the Plan.  Many of the action items in the first
 column are either complete or need to be updated to reflect your current work.  Today, the  Administrator announced her EPA
 themes, including:
 
• Making a Visible Difference in Communities across the Country
• Addressing Climate Change and Improving Air Quality
• Taking Action on Toxics and Chemical Safety
• Protecting Water: A Precious, Limited Resource
• Launching a New Era of State, Tribal and Local Partnerships
• Embracing EPA as a High Performing Organization
• Working Toward a Sustainable Future
 
Please tie these themes to your actions when appropriate.  Indicate new and updated action items by changing the text to the
 color red.  Where listed actions are now complete, please update the “next milestone” box and so indicate; do not delete.
 
Please fill in the “public update” box for each action.  If there is no public update, indicate with N/A.  Another new box is added
 after “public update” entitled “MOU school internship opportunity”.  If you have a project which could involve a student intern,
 describe the project in the box.  We have MOUs with all of the CSU schools, UC Riverside, ASU, Xavier University, and Pacific Island
 schools.
 
We will combine the South Coast Air Quality Plan with the I-710 Plan to create more general South Coast Plan and we will add the
 Coral Reef Plan to the overall strategic plan.  If there are other strategic planning documents that you have generated that you
 would like to add, please let me know and we can include them in the spreadsheets.
 
See the table below for the contacts for each focus area of the plan.  Let me know if any of the contacts have changed and I can


 update the table to reflect the changes.  The updated spreadsheets are due to me on October 2nd.  The point of contact listed
 should send me a complete spreadsheet for their focus area after review by the corresponding Division Director.
 
Thank you for taking the time to complete these updates.  Please contact me at 2-3074 if you have any questions. 
 


Strategic Plan Focus Area Division Lead Point of Contact


Air AIR Debbie Jordan / Elizabeth Adams /Niloufar Glosson
Energy AIR Debbie Jordan / Ben Machol
Water WTR Jane Diamond/Nancy Woo/David Albright


Communities SFD
Enrique Manzanilla / Nancy Lindsay / Rusty Harris-
Bishop


Chemical Safety & Pollution Prevention CED/WST Jeff Scott / Christiane Camp
Enforcement ENF Kathleen Johnson / Amy Miller / Lisa Hanf
Environmental Justice CED/WST Jeff Scott / Deldi Reyes
Children's Health CED/WST Jeff Scott / Adrienne Priselac
Internal Operations MTSD Tom McCullough / Carolyn Truong / Kathy Meltzer
     
I-710 Corridor/ South Coast Strategy SCFO Steven John / Deldi Reyes / Mike Bandrowski
Tribal Partners CED/WST Jeff Scott / Laura Ebbert
Navajo Nation SFD Enrique Manzanilla / Clancy Tenley
Hawaii OPA Kelly Zito / Dean Higuchi / Asia Yeary
Pacific Islands CED/WST Jeff Scott / John McCarroll
U.S. Mexico Border CED/WST Jeff Scott / Tomas Torres
San Joaquin Valley AIR Debbie Jordan / Sona Chilingaryan
Coral Reef CED/WST Jeff Scott/John McCarrol


 
Thank you,







Zoe
 
Zoë Heller 
Special Assistant 
Office of the Regional Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, R9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
(415) 972-3074


 






























From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly April 28
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 2:55:56 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 042814 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Adams, Elizabeth; Gross, Barbara; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: Weekly Item on NGS
Date: Tuesday, July 16, 2013 12:07:00 PM


 
 
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS):  EPA Region 9 and OAR recently met with
 representatives of the Salt River Project, Central Arizona Project, Environmental Defense
 Fund, and Department of the Interior, to get a status update on an alternative to BART that
 has been developed by the SRP Technical Working Group over the past several months.  The
 TWG originally intended to submit its alternative to us on July 16 for our consideration in our
 BART rulemaking, but has delayed submittal until July 19th. (Contact Colleen McKaughan,
 520-498-0118 or Anita Lee, 2-3958)
 

















From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly July 14
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 9:55:09 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 071414 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder
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From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly July 21
Date: Friday, July 18, 2014 2:44:38 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 072114 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release 
folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly July 28
Date: Friday, July 25, 2014 4:54:32 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 072814 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release 
folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly July 7
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 11:47:26 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 070714 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly June 16
Date: Monday, June 16, 2014 9:12:58 AM
Attachments: Weekly Report 061614 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly June 2
Date: Friday, May 30, 2014 5:49:38 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 060214 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly June 23
Date: Friday, June 20, 2014 10:59:23 AM
Attachments: Weekly Report 062314 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances;


 Keener, Bill
Subject: Weekly June 30
Date: Friday, June 27, 2014 11:21:24 AM
Attachments: Weekly Report 063014 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder












From: Martynowicz, Trina
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly; Gaudario, Abigail; sun, nelly; Kwok, Frances
Subject: Weekly June 9
Date: Friday, June 06, 2014 1:35:30 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 060914 TM.docx


Attached is the weekly. Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional
 changes.


Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Regional Administrator
U.S. EPA Region 9
75 Hawthorne St. (ORA-1)
San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder


































 
 
Thanks,
Matt
_________________________________
Matthew Lakin, Ph.D. 
Manager, Air Planning Office 
US EPA, Region 9 (AIR-2) | 75 Hawthorne St. | San Francisco, CA 94105
P: 415.972.3851 | E: Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov
 












From: Adams, Elizabeth
To: Lakin, Matt; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: here is the latest version of AZ portion of Strategic plan
Date: Friday, November 01, 2013 10:14:28 AM
Attachments: AZ portion of strategic plan.xlsx


Colleen- I got your message and think that we can add and change the entries during the next
 revision, which should be in about 6 months, or even sooner.  At this point, with the time we lost in
 the furlough, I am running out of time to work on this and need to get a draft to Debbie today.  I did
 add an entry for NGS since that work was missing.


Just a reminder -Only the first and last column will be seen by the public.


Matt- can you take a quick look at this to see if it is correct at the 20,000 ft level?  Colleen- good luck
 with the Jared briefing today!


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308


Converted only responsive portions of spreadsheets to PDF. Deleted file from here, See partial release folder








From: Saltman, Tamara
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: letter on NGS
Date: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:08:02 PM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000.pdf


AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield share w working group.doc


hi Colleen and Anita,


Many months ago, Rep Whitfield sent us a letter about NGS (attached). We drafted a response but
 could not send it b/c the language was similar to language we were waiting to clear through OMB
 re: NGS from a budget hearing in the spring. That question cleared this week. Also, the


 Administrator is going up to the Hill on Sept 18th for a hearing in front of Rep. Whitfield’s
 committee. All of which means that we now can and want to respond to his letter very soon.


Attached is the my latest draft of our response. Can you all take a look and let me know if you’re OK
 with it or edits you suggest? I will also be running the attachment by DOI for the 3-agency meeting
 info. If you can get me your comments by early next week (or sooner if you want) that would be
 great so we can clear this out by the end of next week.


thanks,
Tamara


Also – there’s going to need to be a fact sheet/briefing one-pager on NGS for that hearing too. I
 don’t know if Sara Terry has already asked for one through the visibility folks in OAQPS, but keep an
 ear out. In particular we’ll need to think about what we want the Administrator to say if asked re:
 the TWG agreement and the timing of the supplemental (she can’t just say it’s in process if Jared is
 signing it the next day).


Word attachment deleted- duplicate








From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:06:50 PM
Attachments: 2014_0106 Update for Administrator on Navajo BART FIPs.docx


Just a brief bullet summary. Please let me know if you have any revisions, etc.


Thanks!
Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder
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From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Higgins, Becky
Cc: Lorang, Phil; Jones, Rhea; Hawes, Todd; Whitlow, Jeff; Keating, Martha; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: revised QfRs re: NGS
Date: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 9:52:11 AM
Attachments: WHI-004-005 NGS rev TS 073013.docx


Becky,


Janet has OK’d this revision, and everyone else here has weighed in as well as OGC, so it’s ready to
 be sent back into the process.


thanks,
Tamara


Tamara Saltman
EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Ariel Rios North room 5442Y


202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov


converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. see partial release folder








From: Saltman, Tamara
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: revised Rep. Whitfield letter on NGS
Date: Thursday, September 05, 2013 2:15:17 PM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield with all Qs.docx


Trying this again. I had taken out the other answers when prepping to send only the 3-agency part to
 the 3-agency group and forgotten to put them back in for you all. Here is everything, with Anita’s
 edits, and new language that is consistent with the recently cleared QfRs re: costs, NGS shutdowns,
 and the rest of what Rep. Whitfield wants to know about.


Tamara


Tamara Saltman
EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Ariel Rios North room 5442Y


202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov


attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: revised letter for Whitfield
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 7:45:18 AM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield 090913.docx


added some language on market forces changing the landscape. Jonathan, I don’t know if we have
 other language on that issue more generally that we can also borrow from – if so, let me know.


attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: revised letter
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 9:25:00 AM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield 090913.docx


ready for the formal review process. This has cleared both R9 through Colleen McKaughan and DOI
 through Letty Belin (just the 3-agency part).


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Lee, Anita
To: Lakin, Matt
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: weekly entry (having problems with LN)
Date: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 8:35:50 AM


Hi Matt,


I am having problems accessing Lotus Notes, so I can’t get to the weekly database. I called the help
 desk yesterday – they said HQ was working on a global fix. It was supposed to take effect today but
 it doesn’t seem to have helped me (hopefully the R9 folks can help, especially because I need to
 work on the NGS FOIA!).


Anyway, here is my weekly entries for this week:


Four Corners Power Plant (FCPP): 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Navajo Generating Station (NGS): We are preparing a Supplemental Proposal for your signature, on
 or before September 19, to propose, as an additional Alternative to BART, the alternative submitted
 to EPA by the Technical Work Group on NGS. Additionally, in this notice, we intend to announce five
 public hearings that would take place during the week of November 4, as well as 60-day public
 comment period that would end in early December. The comment period currently ends on
 October 4. The notice must be signed on or before September 19 to allow sufficient time for
 publication in the Federal Register to extend the comment period prior to October 4 and to provide
 30-day advance notice of the public hearings. (Contact Anita Lee, 2-3958).


Thanks!
Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Redaction: not responsive







 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Cachuela, Liberty
Subject: weekly item
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 1:00:19 PM


Navajo Generating Station (NGS): On June 26, 2013, we issued a Federal Register notice extending
 the public comment period for our proposed rulemaking, to implement the Best Available Retrofit
 Technology requirement of the Regional Haze Rule for NGS, by an additional 60 days. The comment
 period will now close on October 4, 2013. A Technical Working Group, consisting of representatives
 from Salt River Project, Navajo Nation EPA, Gila River Indian Community, Environmental Defense
 Fund, Central Arizona Water Conservation District, and Department of the Interior, have been
 working on a BART alternative to submit to EPA for consideration, and may present their alternative
 to EPA during the week of July 8. Contact Colleen McKaughan (520-498-0118) or Anita Lee (2-3958).
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 








From: Lee, Anita
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: weekly
Date: Thursday, August 29, 2013 10:30:48 AM


Hi Ceciley – thanks for your advice on how to start off the weekly entry! I left off the “contact” piece,
 because at this point, given it goes to HQ from Jared, I wasn’t sure if a “contact” was needed?
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS): On August 28, Jared Blumenfeld and representatives from the Air
 Division hosted consultation, on EPA’s proposed Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART)
 determination for NGS, with President Ben Shelly of the Navajo Nation and his representatives from
 the Navajo Nation’s Department of Justice and Environmental Protection Agency. Letty Belin, from
 the Department of the Interior, and David Palumbo, from the Bureau of Reclamation, also attended.
 President Shelly raised several concerns, including concerns about the potential economic impacts
 to the Nation of our BART proposal and economic impacts to the Nation of the Technical Work
 Group Alternative to BART, which was signed by the Navajo Nation and six other stakeholders. The
 Navajo Nation provided additional documents to EPA for consideration in our rulemaking and
 expressed interest in a new five-factor BART analysis for this facility that gives more weight to the
 potential economic impacts to the Nation and determines that a less stringent level of control is
 BART.
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and NACAA Meetings
Date: Monday, September 08, 2014 8:27:00 AM


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Monday, September 08, 2014 6:24 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Re: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and NACAA
 Meetings


You are a saint. Thank you!


- - Niloufar


__________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E:Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


On Sep 7, 2014, at 7:19 PM, "McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov> wrote:


Since I just did these updates last week, I think they are still relevantJ  I put them in
 the correct format which is a pain.


STATE: Arizona


BRIEF STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE: Final BART Determination for Navajo
 Generating Station


ISSUE BACKGROUND: EPA made a final BART determination for Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on August 8, 2014, requiring the Navajo Generating
 Station (NGS) to reduce nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in order to reduce
 visibility impacts of the facility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas. EPA
 finalized requirements that are consistent with an agreement developed by a
 diverse group of stakeholders known as the Technical Working Group on NGS
 (TWG). This final action establishes a cap in NOx emissions from NGS over
 2009 – 2044 and requires that the facility either shut down a unit, or curtail
 generation by a similar amount, by 2019, and install additional pollution controls
 (SCR) by 2030 on the other two units. This final action, when fully implemented,
 requires over an 80% reduction in NOx emissions from NGS. Governor Brewer
 supports EPA’s action.


UPCOMING DEADLINES: None, although litigation from NPCA is likely.


not responsive















STATE: Arizona


BRIEF STATEMENT OF THE ISSUE: Region 9 finalized the redesignation of the
 Phoenix-Mesa area to attainment for the 1997 8-hour ozone standard on
 September 3, 2014.


ISSUE BACKGROUND: 
 
 
 


UPCOMING DEADLINES: None.


SUMMARY MESSAGE TO CONVEY: 
  


REGIONAL CONTACT:  Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Friday, September 05, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Adams, Elizabeth; Drake, Kerry; Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Machol, Ben; Lakin, Matt
Subject: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and
 NACAA Meetings
Importance: High


Sorry folks – I just got this from Debbie. We need to send it in by 1PM on
 Monday so if you could send me something, anything, Monday morning,
 that would be great. I will run them quickly by Debbie and send it off.


Please fill in the template below if you can think of a topic someone might bring
 up to Janet at AAPCA, ECOS or NACAA. We recently did some updates and
 they are pasted below, highlighted in yellow. You can recycle those if you think
 they are still relevant. Thank you and sorry again.


Required format
STATE:


all redactions not responsive























 
 
 
 


 
 
  


 
 


 
 







 
















Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 
Tamara:   Both Colleen and Anita are on the road.   Pat Childers asked us to
 prepare a few bullets for a confirmation hearing for Jane Nishida.  Anita asked
 me to send something, but I would feel better if you would not mind taking a
 look at it before I send it off.  Any alarm bells or edits?  Thanks so much.


 
1)       On July 28, 2014, the Administrator signed a Final Rule requiring the


 Navajo Generating Station (NGS) to reduce emissions of oxides of nitrogen
 (NOx) by about 80% to improve visibility at 11 nearby national parks and
 wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon National Park.


2)      EPA’s Final Rule was consistent with an agreement developed by a group of
 diverse stakeholders known as the Technical Work Group on NGS (TWG),
 composed of Salt River Project, the U.S. Department of the Interior, the
 Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, Environmental Defense
 Fund, Western Resource Advocates, and the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District


3)      Navajo Generating Station has central importance to the delivery of water in
 the Central Arizona Project and numerous tribal interests.


 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:59 AM
To: Childers, Pat; Lyons, Ann; Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 
I’m heading out of the office, so I have asked Ann Lyons to send a bullet or two on NGS.
 Thanks Ann!
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 
Thanks
 
 


From: Zimpfer, Amy 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:49 PM







To: Childers, Pat; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 
Colleen or Anita should be able to provide something 


Amy Zimpfer, USEPA, Region 9, Air Division


From: Childers, Pat
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:02:00 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: FW: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 
Hi Amy and Colleen
 
See Janet’s note referencing NGS BART below (as well as JoAnn’s before that) .  OITA
 may of requested something on NGS already, but Janet wanted to make sure it was
 covered for Jane.
 
Thanks
 
Pat
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:56 PM
To: Shaw, Betsy; Childers, Pat
Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane's Confirmation Hearing
 
William can help with the 111d question.
 
I suggest something be provided on the NGS BART determination even though it's
 not on the list--I'm sure Region 9 would be able to provide something.  Gina will
 be signing the final BART rule end of this week.


From: "Chase, JoAnn" <Chase.JoAnn@epa.gov>
Date: July 22, 2014 at 5:24:27 PM EDT
To: "Stoner, Nancy" <Stoner.Nancy@epa.gov>, "Kopocis, Ken"
 <Kopocis.Ken@epa.gov>, "Shapiro, Mike" <Shapiro.Mike@epa.gov>,
 "Stanislaus, Mathy" <Stanislaus.Mathy@epa.gov>, "Breen, Barry"
 <Breen.Barry@epa.gov>, "McLerran, Dennis"
 <mclerran.dennis@epa.gov>, "Pirzadeh, Michelle"
 <Pirzadeh.Michelle@epa.gov>, "McGrath, Shaun"
 <McGrath.Shaun@epa.gov>, "Blumenfeld, Jared"
 <BLUMENFELD.JARED@EPA.GOV>, "Strauss, Alexis"
 <Strauss.Alexis@epa.gov>, "McCabe, Janet"







 <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov>, "Shaw, Betsy" <Shaw.Betsy@epa.gov>,
 "Kadeli, Lek" <Kadeli.Lek@epa.gov>, "Froehlich, Maryann"
 <Froehlich.Maryann@epa.gov>, "Bloom, David"
 <Bloom.David@epa.gov>, "Trovato, Ramona"
 <Trovato.Ramona@epa.gov>
Cc: "Wright, Felicia" <Wright.Felicia@epa.gov>, "Sims, JaniceHQ"
 <Sims.JaniceHQ@epa.gov>, "Woods, Jim" <Woods.Jim@epa.gov>,
 "Mitre, Alfreda" <Mitre.Alfreda@epa.gov>, "Ebbert, Laura"
 <Ebbert.Laura@epa.gov>, "Childers, Pat" <Childers.Pat@epa.gov>,
 "Rodia, Monica" <Rodia.Monica@epa.gov>, "Dubin, Noah"
 <Dubin.Noah@epa.gov>, "Koslow, Karin" <Koslow.Karin@epa.gov>,
 "Baca, Andrew" <Baca.Andrew@epa.gov>
Subject: Urgent Request Regarding Jane's Confirmation Hearing


Greetings,
 
As you may know, Jane’s confirmation hearing is scheduled for next
 Wednesday! There are at least nine tribal topics of national significance
 in which Jane has been engaged with her AA or RA counterparts, or with
 the DA or Administrator and for which OITA is NOT the subject matter
 expert.  We need your assistance in providing a top line messaging bullet
 or two where your office or region has been identified as the lead so that
 Jane has at least a basic response on behalf of the agency.
 
Of course, time is of the essence so we are asking for this information as
 soon as possible but not later than noon DC time on Thursday.  Please
 send your responses to both Noah Dubin and me. And, don’t hesitate to
 call either of us with any questions you may have.
 
Thanks so much!
 
Warmly,
 
JoAnn
 
OW lead:
1. Water quality standards and fish consumption (R10 and OW - WA and
 ID)
2. Infrastructure in Indian Country (OW in coordination with OSWER)
 
R10 lead:
3. Bristol Bay assessment - tribal consultation and input
4. Treaty rights at risk - Puget Sound Salmon Habitat Restoration
 







R8 lead:
5. Wind River TAS
 
R9 lead:
6. Uranium mine cleanups (Navajo)
 
OAR lead:
7. Section 111(d) in Indian Country
 
ORD lead:
8. Hydraulic fracturing
 
OCFO lead:
9. EPA tribal resources
 
 
JoAnn Kay Chase
Director, American Indian Environmental Office
U.S. Environmental  Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-0303
Direct:  202-564-0878
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Before LUCERO, HARTZ, and GORSUCH, Circuit Judges. 
  
 
HARTZ, Circuit Judge. 



       
  



On August 24, 2012, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a 



final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) to reduce regional haze by regulating emissions 



of nitrogen oxides (NOx) and particulate matter (PM) at the five units of the Four Corners 



Power Plant (the Plant) on the Navajo Reservation in northwestern New Mexico.1  



WildEarth Guardians (WildEarth) filed a petition under 42 U.S.C. § 7607(b)(1) for 



review of the FIP.  It argued that promulgation of the FIP did not comply with the 



Endangered Species Act (ESA) because the EPA failed to consult with the Fish and 



Wildlife Service about the effect of the FIP even though the EPA had discretion to act to 



protect endangered fish near the Plant from mercury and selenium emissions.  We deny 



the petition.  WildEarth has contended that the EPA had four grounds for the exercise of 



discretion that could have benefitted the fish.  But the principal ground was mooted by 



the closure of Plant Units 1–3 and two other grounds were not raised in WildEarth’s 



                                                 
1 See Source Specific Federal Implementation Plan for Implementing Best Available 
Retrofit Technology for Four Corners Power Plant: Navajo Nation (Final FIP), 77 Fed. 
Reg. 51620 (Aug. 24, 2012).  
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opening brief.  As for the fourth alleged ground, it could not create a duty to consult 



under the ESA because it would have required the EPA to exceed the clearly delineated 



boundaries of the FIP.   



I. BACKGROUND 



A. Regulation of Four Corners Power Plant 



The Plant is a coal-fired power plant located on the Navajo Reservation near 



Farmington, New Mexico.  It is privately owned by Arizona Public Service Company 



(APS) and several other utilities.  APS serves as the Plant operator.  At the time of the 



rulemaking, the Plant consisted of five units; Units 1 and 2 were each rated to a capacity 



of 170 mega-watts (MW), Unit 3 was rated to a capacity of 220 MW, and Units 4 and 5 



were each rated to a capacity of 750 MW.   



In 1977 Congress amended the Clean Air Act to authorize the EPA to regulate 



regional haze to remedy “any existing[] impairment of visibility in mandatory class I 



Federal areas which impairment results from manmade air pollution.”  42 U.S.C. 



§ 7491(a)(1); see id. § 7491(a)(4),(b).  Federal Class I areas are international parks, 



national wilderness areas, national memorial parks, and national parks that exceed a 



certain size.  See id. § 7472.  The regional-haze program has “goals and standards [that] 



are purely aesthetic rather than directly related to health and safety.”  Oklahoma v. U.S. 



EPA, 723 F.3d 1201, 1226 (10th Cir. 2013) (Kelly, J. concurring in part and dissenting in 



part); Henry N. Butler & Nathaniel J. Harris, Sue, Settle, and Shut Out the States:  



Destroying the Environmental Benefits of Cooperative Federalism, 37 Harv. J.L. & Pub. 
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Pol’y 579, 603 (2014) (“The [regional haze provisions] are designed to improve visibility 



in national parks and wilderness areas by decreasing pollution—a purely aesthetic goal 



unrelated to health.”).   



The process for regulating haze resembles that for regulating air pollutants for 



which the EPA has set national ambient-air-quality standards (NAAQS) under 42 U.S.C. 



§§ 7408 and 7409.2  Once a standard has been established for a pollutant, each state is 



responsible for developing a state implementation plan (SIP) to meet the standard by 



means such as setting emission limits for power plants and other stationary sources of 



pollution.  See id. § 7410.  The SIP must be approved by the EPA; and if a state fails to 



submit a SIP, or if it fails to remedy a deficient SIP, the EPA is required to promulgate a 



FIP within two years.  See id. § 7410(c).   



For haze reduction the EPA does not set NAAQS, but it must (1) promulgate a list 



of Class I areas that are designated visibility areas based on a determination by the 



Secretary of the Interior that each area is one “where visibility is an important value of 



the area,” id. § 7491(a)(2); and (2) promulgate regulations to assure “reasonable 



progress” toward the national goal of visibility in Class I areas, id. § 7491(a)(4).  States 



whose emissions may contribute to visibility impairment in designated visibility areas 



must issue SIPs that require operating stationary sources emitting air pollutants that can 



                                                 
2 There are now NAAQS for six pollutants:  sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, nitrogen 
dioxide, carbon monoxide, ozone, and lead.  See Util. Air Regulatory Grp. v. EPA, 
Nos. 12-1146, 12-1248, 12-1254, 12-1268, 12-1269, 12-1271, 2014 WL 2807314, at *3 
(U.S. June 23, 2014). 
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contribute to visibility impairment to “procure, install, and operate, as expeditiously as 



practicable (and maintain thereafter) the best available retrofit technology [(BART)]” to 



reduce such emissions.  Id. § 7491(b)(2)(A).  The EPA must examine five factors when 



determining what is the BART: 



[1] the costs of compliance, [2] the energy and nonair quality 
environmental impacts of compliance, [3] any existing pollution control 
technology in use at the source, [4] the remaining useful life of the source, 
and [5] the degree of improvement in visibility which may reasonably be 
anticipated to result from the use of such [BART]. 
 



Id. § 7491(g)(2).  Section 7491 does not, however, govern chemicals listed as “hazardous 



air pollutants” under Section 112 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7412(b).  Section 112, 



under which the EPA sets emission standards for source polluters that emit hazardous air 



pollutants, states, “The provisions of [the regional-haze program] shall not apply to 



pollutants listed under this section.”  Id. § 7412(b)(6).  Both mercury and selenium 



compounds are listed as hazardous pollutants.  See id. § 7412(b)(1).   



In the 1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act, Congress declared that in some 



situations Indian tribes should be treated as states for purposes of the Act.  See id. 



§ 7601(d).  Congress left it to the EPA to specify the provisions of the Act “for which it is 



appropriate to treat Indian Tribes as States” and authorized the EPA to “promulgate 



regulations which establish the elements of tribal implementation plans [(TIPs)].”  Id. 



§ 7601(d)(2)‒(3).  Congress also provided that the EPA could at times directly administer 



regulations under a FIP on tribal land, similar to its power to issue a FIP if a state does 



not submit an acceptable SIP.  See id. § 7601(d)(4).  The EPA promulgated the Tribal 
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Authority Rule under these provisions in 1998.  See 40 C.F.R. pt. 49 (2013).  The rule 



generally “authorize[s] eligible tribes to have the same rights and responsibilities as 



States.”  Id. § 49.1.  But recognizing that tribes would need more time than states to 



investigate and submit TIPs, the EPA eliminated several time requirements for TIPs, 



including the deadline for submitting specific visibility implementation plans.  See id. 



§ 49.4(e).  It also determined that it could issue FIPs when “necessary or appropriate to 



protect air quality . . . if a tribe does not submit a [proper TIP].”  Id. § 49.11.   



Because the Plant is on the Navajo Reservation, it is not regulated by any New 



Mexico SIP.  And the Navajo Nation has never submitted a TIP that would regulate the 



Plant under the Clean Air Act.  In 2007 the EPA issued the first FIP to cover the Plant, 



which set emissions limits for sulfur dioxide (SO2) and an opacity limit on various 



emissions.  In 2009 the EPA began the rulemaking process to issue a FIP to apply 



regional-haze regulations to the Plant.  The Plant is within 300 km of 16 Class I areas, 



including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, and Arches National Park.3  The air quality 



and visibility are impaired in each of the 16 areas.  See Proposed FIP, 75 Fed. Reg. at 



64224.  



B. The Endangered Species Act 



                                                 
3 See Source Specific Federal Implementation Plan for Best Available Retrofit 
Technology for Four Corners Power Plant:  Navajo Nation (Proposed FIP), 75 Fed. Reg. 
64221, 64224 (Oct. 19, 2010).   
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Under the ESA, whenever a federal agency proposes an action in which it has 



discretion to act for the benefit of an endangered species, it must consult to insure that the 



action “is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 



threatened species.”  16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); see 50 C.F.R. § 402.03 (2013) (§ 1536 



applies “to all actions in which there is discretionary Federal involvement or control”).  



The acting agency consults with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service if the endangered 



species is a terrestrial or freshwater species or with the National Marine Fisheries Service 



if it is an anadromous or marine species.  See id. § 402.01(b); Rio Grande Silvery 



Minnow v. Bureau of Reclamation, 601 F.3d 1096, 1105 n.2 (10th Cir. 2010).  Agency 



action is “all activities or programs of any kind authorized, funded, or carried out, in 



whole or in part, by Federal agencies.”  50 C.F.R. § 402.02 (2013).      



The first step in the consultation process is to determine whether the proposed 



action “may affect a listed species or a critical habitat”; “[i]f so, the agency must 



consult.”  Rio Grande Silvery Minnow, 601 F.3d 1096 at 1105.  If the agency decides its 



action may affect a listed species, it can decide whether to pursue formal or informal 



consultation.  See 50 C.F.R. § 402.14(b) (2013).  Informal consultation ends either in a 



finding that formal consultation is necessary or in a finding that “the action is not likely 



to adversely affect listed species or critical habitat,” in which case “no further action is 



necessary.”  Id. § 402.13(a).  Formal consultation is initiated by a written request that 



includes “[a] description of the action to be considered.”  Id. § 402.14(c)(1).  It generally 



concludes in a biological opinion, see id. §402.14(l), which assesses “whether the action 
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is likely to jeopardize the continued existence of a listed species or result in the 



destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat,” id. § 402.14(h)(3).  If the 



biological opinion finds that jeopardy is likely, it must include, if possible, “reasonable 



and prudent alternatives” to the proposed action.  Id.  At that point “the agency must 



either terminate the action, implement the proposed alternative, or seek an exemption 



from the Cabinet-level Endangered Species Committee pursuant to 16 U.S.C. § 1536(e).”  



Nat’l Ass’n of Home Builders v. Defenders of Wildlife, 551 U.S. 644, 652 (2007). 



C. Rulemaking at the Plant  



In August 2009 the EPA published an Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 



asking for comments on its plan to regulate the Plant under the regional-haze program.4  



The New Mexico Attorney General commented that the EPA should consider the benefits 



of any control technologies on mercury emissions because mercury emissions from the 



Plant were high and affected the health of two nearby species of endangered fish—the 



Colorado pikeminnow and razorback sucker.  The comment also asserted that the EPA 



was required to consult under the ESA on the effects of the rulemaking on endangered 



species.  The EPA did not consult.   



In October 2010 the EPA proposed a FIP for the Plant under the regional-haze 



rule.  See Proposed FIP, 75 Fed. Reg. at 64221.  The proposed FIP made a finding under 



                                                 
4 See Assessment of Anticipated Visibility Improvements at Surrounding Class I Areas 
and Cost Effectiveness of Best Available Retrofit Technology for Four Corners Power 
Plant and Navajo Generating Station:  Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(Advanced Notice), 74 Fed. Reg. 44313 (Aug. 28, 2009).   
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the Tribal Authority Rule that it was “necessary or appropriate” to establish the BART 



for NOx and PM emissions.  See id. at 64222–23; 40 C.F.R. § 49.11(a) (2013).  Both NOx 



and PM contribute to visibility impairment.  See Proposed FIP, 75 Fed. Reg. at 64224.  



The EPA considered the five factors relevant to a BART determination, see id. at 64226–



32, and proposed specified limits for both NOx and PM to be effective no later than five 



years after the effective date of the FIP.  See id. at 64234–35.   



In November 2010, APS submitted an alternative proposal to regulate NOx and 



PM.  One utility owner had decided to divest from the Plant, and APS bought out its 



share in Units 4 and 5.  As a result, APS decided to close Units 1–3 of the Plant.  It 



proposed closing Units 1–3 early, by January 1, 2014, and then receiving a two-year 



extension (from the date for compliance in the proposed FIP) to install new selective-



catalytic-reduction technology on Units 4 and 5.  The EPA found that this plan would 



substantially reduce NOx and PM emissions three years before the EPA proposal would 



require reductions and would “produce approximately 30% less NOx emissions per year 



than EPA’s BART proposal beginning in 2019.”5  The EPA then prepared and circulated 



for comments an alternative plan incorporating (but modifying) APS’s proposal.  See id. 



at 10530, 10535.   



                                                 
5 Supplemental Proposed Rule of Source Specific Federal Implementation Plan for 
Implementing Best Available Retrofit Technology for Four Corners Power Plant:  Navajo 
Nation (Supplemental FIP), 76 Fed. Reg. 10530, 10535 (Feb. 25, 2011).  
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In May 2011, WildEarth and other environmental groups submitted comments on 



the supplemental FIP, arguing that the EPA was required to consult with the Fish and 



Wildlife Service under Section 7 of the ESA because the proposed FIP would have an 



effect on the endangered Colorado pikeminnow and razorback sucker, which live in the 



nearby San Juan River.  WildEarth pointed to high levels of mercury and selenium 



emitted by the Plant and argued that the EPA had to consult “given that the EPA itself 



notes that its proposal could lead to greater control of mercury emissions,” which would 



benefit the endangered fish.  J.A., Vol. II at 349.  WildEarth’s comments did not suggest 



any specific way in which the FIP could be revised to lead to a greater decrease in 



mercury or selenium emissions, except to suggest that the EPA regulate those pollutants 



directly.  The EPA still did not consult. 



D. Final FIP 



The EPA promulgated its final FIP for the Plant on August 24, 2012.  It found that 



it was necessary or appropriate to “require[e] [the Plant] to meet new emission limits for 



NOx and PM.”  77 Fed. Reg. at 51621.  The FIP required PM emissions from Units 4 and 



5 to be limited to 0.015 pounds per million British thermal units (lbs/MMBtu).  See 



Federal Implementation Plan Provisions for Four Corners Power Plant, Navajo Nation, 



40 C.F.R. § 49.5512(i)(1) (2013).  It allowed the Plant a choice of how to meet NOx 



requirements; the Plant could either (1) add postcombustion controls on all units within 



the next five years to meet a limit of 0.11 lb/MMBtu, or (2) close Units 1–3 by January 1, 



2014, and reduce NOx emissions on Units 4 and 5 to 0.098 lb/MMBtu by July 31, 2018.  
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See id.  The EPA made a finding that the alternative proposed by APS, which included 



closing Units 1–3, would “result in greater visibility improvement in surrounding Class I 



areas at a lower cost” than the original BART proposal.  Final FIP, 77 Fed. Reg. at 



51621.   



The EPA also evaluated reductions in emissions of other pollutants that would be 



achieved under the two options.  Under Option 1, the EPA’s proposed BART, the EPA 



calculated that mercury emissions would drop from 594 lb/yr to 340 lb/yr, a decrease of 



approximately 43%.  Under Option 2, the alternative proposed by APS, the EPA 



calculated that mercury emissions would drop even further—to 233 lb/year, a decrease of 



approximately 61%.  The EPA did not estimate decreases in selenium directly, but the 



EPA’s regulations allow facilities to measure total filterable PM as a surrogate for 



nonmercury metals, such as selenium.6  The EPA estimated that under Option 1 total PM 



emissions would fall from 1,564 tons per year to 1,179 tons per year, a decrease of 25%, 



whereas under Option 2 total PM emissions would fall from 1,564 tons per year to 886 



tons per year, a decrease of approximately 43%.   



The EPA also responded to comments it had received, including the WildEarth 



comment that it needed to consult under the ESA.  It said: 



                                                 
6 See National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants from Coal- and Oil-Fired 
Electric Utility Steam Generating Units and Standards of Performance for Fossil-Fuel-
Fired Electric Utility, Industrial-Commercial-Institutional, and Small Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating United (MATS Rule), 77 Fed. Reg. 9304, 
9367–68 (Feb. 16, 2012).  
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EPA disagrees with the commenter that determining BART and 
promulgating this FIP for [the Plant] necessitates ESA Section 7 
consultation.  EPA understands that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(FWS) is primarily concerned about the effects of mercury and selenium on 
endangered fish species in the San Juan River.  EPA notes that under the 
BART Alternative [Option 2], mercury and selenium emissions will be 
reduced from [the Plant] due to the closure of Units 1–3.  Additionally, 
EPA’s national [Mercury Air Toxics Standards (MATS)] rule set new 
emission limits for mercury that would apply to Units 1–3 at [the Plant] if 
those units continue operation.  EPA further notes that the goal of the 
Regional Haze Rule is to reduce emissions of visibility-impairing pollutants 
in order to restore visibility to natural conditions at the mandatory Federal 
Class I areas, and mercury and selenium do not affect visibility.  Therefore, 
EPA does not have authority to regulate emissions of mercury or selenium 
under BART.   
 



Final FIP, 77 Fed. Reg. at 51643–44.   



WildEarth filed a petition for review on October 22, 2012.7  APS elected Option 2 



of the FIP, shutting down Units 1–3 on December 30, 2013.   



II. DISCUSSION 



Under the Administrative Procedure Act, this court can set aside final agency 



action if it is “arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance 



with law.”  5 U.S.C. § 706(2)(A).  WildEarth’s opening brief contends that the EPA’s 



failure to consult under the ESA rendered the FIP not in accordance with the ESA and 



arbitrary.  It argues that the ESA required the EPA to consult because the EPA had 



discretionary authority under the Clean Air Act to include additional measures in the FIP 



                                                 
7 The petition was originally filed in the Ninth Circuit.  The Ninth Circuit granted 
permission for APS to intervene.  Responding to a motion to dismiss or transfer filed by 
the EPA, the Ninth Circuit ruled that the proper venue is the Tenth Circuit and transferred 
the case.   
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to protect the endangered fish from mercury and selenium emissions from the Plant.  The 



EPA and APS respond that the EPA had no such discretionary authority and no duty to 



consult.  WildEarth has contended that the EPA had discretion to take four additional 



steps to reduce mercury and selenium emissions from the Plant that it may have taken if it 



had consulted before issuing the FIP:  (1) requiring baghouses (emissions filtering 



devices) on Units 1‒3 of the Plant; (2) requiring APS to act sooner to employ selective 



catalytic reduction on Units 4 and 5; (3) regulating sulfur dioxide emissions from the 



Plant, with the collateral result of reducing mercury and selenium emissions; and (4) 



directly regulating mercury and selenium emissions from the Plant.  But the first 



possibility has been mooted by the closure of Units 1‒3; the second two possibilities were 



not presented to this court by WildEarth in a timely fashion, so we need not consider 



whether the EPA had discretion to take those steps in the FIP; and the EPA had no duty 



to consult with respect to the fourth possibility.  Because WildEarth has not properly 



presented a nonmoot ground for requiring the EPA to consult, we must deny its petition.  



We address the four grounds in turn.   



A. Baghouses 



In its opening brief on appeal, WildEarth placed primary reliance on the argument 



that the EPA could have required baghouses on Units 1–3 of the Plant if consultation had 



convinced it of the need for further mercury and selenium emission reduction.  Its theory 



was that in determining BART, (1) the EPA needed to consider “nonair quality 



environmental impacts,” 42 U.S.C. § 7491(g)(2); (2) the impact from the deposition in 
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local streams of mercury and selenium emitted by the Plant was an impact of that type; 



and (3) consultation could have led the EPA to require baghouses (which reduce NOx and 



PM emissions) as part of the FIP because of their added advantage in reducing mercury 



and selenium emissions.  Now, however, Units 1–3 have been closed.  This theory of 



relief has therefore been mooted.  There is nothing this court could do that would lead the 



EPA ultimately to impose a baghouse requirement on facilities that have been 



permanently shut down.  See Copar Pumice Co. v. Tidwell, 603 F.3d 780, 792 (10th Cir. 



2010) (“The core question in mootness inquiry is whether granting a present 



determination of the issues offered will have some effect in the real world.” (internal 



quotation marks omitted)). 



B. Timing of FIP Implementation 



Recognizing that the baghouse issue is moot, WildEarth has presented its three 



other suggestions of how consultation could have led to reduced emissions of mercury 



and selenium.  One suggestion, raised by WildEarth in a postbriefing letter to the court 



submitted under Fed. R. App. P. 28(j), was that the EPA could write the FIP alternative to 



require APS to implement selective catalytic reduction on Units 4 and 5 before the 



current July 31, 2018 deadline.  But WildEarth did not make this argument in its opening 



brief.  The only mentions of selective catalytic reduction in WildEarth’s opening brief are 



in the fact section describing the plan adopted in the FIP and a quote from the record that 



“the [U.S. Government Accountability Office] reported that selective catalytic 



reduction—one of the options under consideration [and ultimately selected] for NOx 
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controls at [the Plant] and [another nearby plant]—also substantially contributes to 



reductions in mercury emissions.”  Aplt. Br. at 41 (internal quotation marks omitted).  



The brief’s only mention of the timing of installation is in a footnote that refers to Units 



1–3, not Units 4 and 5:  “EPA also has the discretion to determine the date for the 



installation and operation of the new pollution controls.  The longer [the Plant’s] Units 1, 



2, and 3 operate, the more mercury is released into the Four Corners region by the plant.”  



Id. at 45 n.14.  These references hardly alerted opposing counsel or the court that 



WildEarth was suggesting that consulting with the Fish and Wildlife Service could lead 



to advancing the date for installation of selective-catalytic-reduction technology on Units 



4 and 5.  “[W]e routinely have declined to consider arguments that are not raised, or are 



inadequately presented, in an appellant’s opening brief.”  Bronson v. Swensen, 500 F.3d 



1099, 1104 (10th Cir. 2007).  The fact that another argument for relief has now failed (as 



moot) is no excuse for raising a new argument at this stage of the appeal.  We therefore 



do not consider whether the EPA had discretion to consider whether it could advance the 



date for installing selective-catalytic-reduction technology and, if so, whether that 



discretion triggered a duty to consult. 



C. Regulation of Sulfur Dioxide 



WildEarth’s other untimely suggestion, also raised in a 28(j) letter, is that the EPA 



could have regulated SO2 in this rulemaking and, had it chosen to do so, it could have 



required specific control technologies for SO2 reduction that would have further reduced 



mercury emissions from Units 4 and 5.  This argument was not adequately presented in 
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WildEarth’s opening brief.  SO2 was mentioned only once in the brief, in the discussion 



of an expert report that described benefits of various control technologies; WildEarth 



made no argument that the EPA could have regulated SO2 in this FIP.  Hence, we decline 



to consider the argument. 



D. Regulation of Mercury and Selenium 



This leaves only WildEarth’s fourth argument—namely, that as part of the FIP the 



EPA could have regulated mercury and selenium directly (rather than as a collateral 



product of other regulation, such as establishing the BART) and that this discretion to 



regulate triggered a duty to consult.  Before we address the merits of this argument, 



however, we must resolve whether we have jurisdiction to do so.   



  1. Standing 



“The Constitution limits the exercise of the judicial power to ‘cases’ and 



‘controversies.’”  WildEarth Guardians v. Pub. Serv. Co. of Colo., 690 F.3d 1174, 1181 



(10th Cir. 2012).  This limitation restricts the federal judicial power “to the traditional 



role of Anglo-American courts, which is to redress or prevent actual or imminently 



threatened injury to persons caused by private or official violation of the law.”  Summers 



v. Earth Island Inst., 555 U.S. 488, 492 (2009).  “The doctrine of standing is one of 



several doctrines that reflect this fundamental limitation.”  Id. at 493.   



To establish Article III standing: 



a plaintiff must show (1) it has suffered an ‘injury in fact’ that is (a) 
concrete and particularized and (b) actual or imminent, not conjectural or 
hypothetical; (2) the injury is fairly traceable to the challenged action of the 
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defendant; and (3) it is likely, as opposed to merely speculative, that the 
injury will be redressed by a favorable decision. 
 



Friends of the Earth, Inc. v. Laidlaw Envtl. Servs. (TOC), Inc., 528 U.S. 167, 180–81 



(2000).  These three requirements are commonly referred to as injury, causality, and 



redressability.   



WildEarth’s alleged injury—lack of consultation before promulgation of a final 



FIP—is one of process, not result.  For a procedural injury, the requirements for 



Article III standing are somewhat relaxed, or at least conceptually expanded.  See Lujan 



v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 572 n.7 (1992).  First, for an injury in fact 



WildEarth “need not establish with certainty that adherence to the procedures would 



necessarily change the agency’s ultimate decision.”  Utah v. Babbitt, 137 F.3d 1193, 



1216 n.37 (10th Cir. 1998).  It suffices that the procedures “are designed to protect some 



threatened concrete interest of [the person] that is the ultimate basis of standing.”  S. Utah 



Wilderness Alliance v. Office of Surface Mining Reclamation & Enforcement, 620 F.3d 



1227, 1234 (10th Cir. 2010) (emphasis and internal quotation marks omitted).  “[W]here 



plaintiffs properly allege a procedural violation affecting a concrete interest[,] . . . the 



injury results not from the agency’s decision, but from the agency’s uninformed 



decisionmaking.”  Id. at 1234 (emphasis and internal quotation marks omitted).  Thus, 



WildEarth need show only that compliance with the procedural requirements could have 



better protected its concrete interests.  Similarly, to establish redressibility it need show 



only that the injury—lack of an informed decision—could be redressed by requiring the 
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agency to make a more informed decision.  See id. at 1235 (“[T]he fact that [the agency] 



refused to issue an updated recommendation also satisfies the causation and redressability 



prongs—[the agency]’s recalcitrance caused an allegedly uninformed decision, and this 



could be redressed by a favorable court decision, even if the Secretary’s ultimate decision 



was the same.”)   



The EPA and APS do not dispute (and we agree) that WildEarth has associational 



standing if Mike Eisenfeld, a WildEarth member who lives not far from the Plant in 



Farmington, has standing.  But they challenge his standing under Article III.   



Eisenfeld submitted an affidavit outlining the factual basis on which WildEarth 



asserts standing.  It describes his enjoyment of the San Juan River: 



My family and I enjoy floating numerous stretches of the San Juan River 
every year.  We have a raft and our friends have river boats as well.  We 
float the San Juan River in Farmington, as well as on stretches downstream 
in Utah.  We swim in the river when we float.  We enjoy floating the river, 
but normally avoid the most polluted sections as we enjoy floating in areas 
that are more natural and that seem cleaner.  We normally float the San 
Juan three times a year and intend to do so throughout the foreseeable 
future.  We intend to float the river in June and July of this summer. 
 



Aplt. Br. Attach. 2 (Declaration of Mike Eisenfe[l]d), at 7.  It then goes on to explain the 



relationship between his river activities and the endangered fish: 



I enjoy looking for and viewing all species of fish in the San Juan River.  
When I am rafting in the San Juan River or taking a walk by the river in 
Farmington, I often look for fish, including the Colorado pikeminnow and 
razorback sucker.  Unfortunately, their diminished numbers makes them 
very hard to find.  I will continue to recreate in and around the San Juan 
River and its tributaries, and will continue to look for fish, including the 
Colorado pikeminnow and razorback sucker.  I hope to point out one of 
these fish to my children in the future.  My enjoyment of the Colorado 
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River System would be increased if the Colorado pikeminnow and 
razorback sucker recovered from their current endangered status and were 
more abundant. 
 



Id. at 8–9.  



APS first argues that Eisenfeld has not shown the requisite injury.  According to 



APS, his alleged injury is not “concrete and particularized” because it shows only 



“concern over future environmental harm.”  Intervenor Br. at 27 (internal quotation 



marks omitted).  We disagree.  Eisenfeld swore that he uses the river for recreational 



purposes and he often looks for and views the endangered fish while using the river.  



“[T]he desire to use or observe an animal species, even for purely esthetic purposes, is 



undeniably a cognizable interest for the purpose of standing.”  S. Utah Wilderness 



Alliance, 620 F.3d at 1233 (internal quotation marks omitted); see also Sierra Club v. 



U.S. Dep’t of Energy, 287 F.3d 1256, 1265 (10th Cir.  2002) (“To establish an injury-in-



fact from failure to perform a NEPA [(National Environmental Policy Act)] analysis, a 



litigant must show:  (1) that in making its decision without following the NEPA’s 



procedures, the agency created an increased risk of actual, threatened, or imminent 



environmental harm; and (2) that this increased risk of environmental harm injures its 



concrete interest.”).  APS correctly points out that the FIP would not increase emissions 



of mercury or selenium, so Eisenfeld cannot possibly be worse off under the FIP than he 



was beforehand.  But the proper comparison is between what happens under the FIP and 



what WildEarth contends could have happened had there been consultation before its 



promulgation.  See Natural Res. Def. Council v. Jewell, 749 F.3d 776, 783–84 (9th Cir. 
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2014) (en banc) (because consultation could lead agency to revise contracts in ways 



beneficial to endangered species, group had standing to challenge lack of consultation); 



Ass’n of Battery Recyclers, Inc. v. EPA, 716 F.3d 667, 673 (D.C. Cir. 2013) 



(environmental groups had standing to challenge revised regulation regarding hazardous 



air pollutants on the ground that the revisions could have been more stringent than 



revised regulations adopted by agency).   



APS’s reliance on Wyoming v. United States Department of Interior, 674 F.3d 



1220, 1237 (10th Cir. 2012), is misplaced.  Our holding that the petitioners lacked 



standing was based on their failure to claim an environmental injury, not, as APS 



suggests, on the ground that the potential nonenvironmental injury was too speculative.    



We next turn to the argument by the EPA (joined by APS) that WildEarth has 



failed to show causation; that is, that WildEarth has not shown that Eisenfeld’s injury is 



fairly traceable to the EPA’s violation of the ESA.  EPA argues that because the “FIP 



does not license or in any other way authorize the general or continued operations of [the 



Plant, it is] causally unrelated to the Plant’s mercury and selenium emissions.”  Aplee. 



Br. at 29.  WildEarth responds that the EPA had a duty to consult about the dangers from 



emissions of mercury and selenium to the endangered fish and that such consultation may 



have led to measures that would have reduced these emissions beyond what the FIP 



requires.  Perhaps WildEarth is incorrect and there was no duty to consult; but that is a 



merits issue, not an issue for standing.  See Sierra Club v. EPA, 699 F.3d 530, 533 (D.C. 



Cir. 2012) (“If correct on the merits, as we must assume for standing purposes, such a 
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challenge presents a clearly redressable injury.” (emphasis added)).  And insofar as EPA 



is arguing that the failure to consult caused no harm to Eisenfeld’s interests because the 



FIP did not increase emissions of mercury or selenium from the Plant, it repeats APS’s 



error in the injury argument; the failure to consult may have caused injury to Eisenfeld 



because it eliminated the possibility that the FIP could have reduced those emissions still 



further.   



Finally, the EPA (again joined by APS) argues that WildEarth has failed to satisfy 



the redressibility requirement for standing.  It says that this court cannot redress 



WildEarth’s injury because it was not permitted to regulate mercury and selenium in this 



rulemaking, and therefore any decision to require the EPA to consult on the effects of 



mercury and selenium could not influence the final decision.  As with the EPA’s 



causation argument, this is a merits argument.  To show redressibility for an alleged 



procedural violation of the ESA, a plaintiff “need[s] to show only that the relief 



requested—that the agency follow the correct procedures—may influence the agency’s 



ultimate decision.”  Salmon Spawning & Recovery Alliance v. Gutierrez, 545 F.3d 1220, 



1226 (9th Cir. 2008).  WildEarth contends that the EPA could have made a decision that 



would have further reduced mercury and selenium emissions from the Plant.  EPA argues 



otherwise, but that is a contention that WildEarth has standing to present.  If WildEarth 



ultimately failed to persuade us of its contention, it would lose on the merits.  In resolving 



a standing issue, however, we must start from the premise that the plaintiff will prevail on 
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its merits argument.  See Sierra Club, 699 F.3d at 533; Salmon Spawning & Recovery 



Alliance v. U.S. Customs & Border Prot., 550 F.3d 1121, 1131 (Fed. Cir. 2008).   



Having established that WildEarth does have standing to challenge the FIP on the 



ground that the EPA should have consulted because the FIP could have directly regulated 



mercury and selenium, we turn now to the merits of the challenge. 



 2. Duty to Consult 



WildEarth argues that the EPA had the duty to consult because the EPA had 



discretion to directly regulate mercury and selenium in the FIP.  But even if the EPA had 



power to regulate these hazardous air pollutants in a FIP rulemaking,8 the EPA’s “action” 



did not encompass the possibility of such direct regulation, and the subject matter of the 



duty to consult is limited to the agency’s action.  We explain. 



 The ESA provides:  



                                                 
8 We are not convinced that the EPA has the power to directly regulate mercury and 
selenium through a FIP under the Tribal Authority Rule.  Mercury and selenium 
compounds are “hazardous air pollutants,” which are regulated under Section 112 of the 
Clean Air Act, codified at 42 U.S.C. § 7412.  That section is separate from the sections 
on regional haze, id. § 7491 et seq., and the sections that lay out the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards, id. § 7409 et seq.  State implementation plans come under the 
second two programs, see id. §§ 7410, 7491(b)(2); but the hazardous-air-pollutant 
regulations are emission standards that apply directly to source polluters, and the EPA 
directly enforces these regulations through civil or criminal actions.  See id. § 7413(a)(3); 
United States v. B & W Inv. Props., 38 F.3d 362, 366 (7th Cir. 1994).  Although a state 
can incorporate the hazardous-air-pollutant regulations in its SIP “in order to receive a 
general delegation of [Clean Air Act] implementation authority,” US Magnesium, LLC v. 
U.S. EPA, 690 F.3d 1157, 1160 (10th Cir. 2012), we fail to see how the EPA could make 
a finding under the Tribal Authority Rule that its own regulations were so inadequate that 
further regulation of such pollutants in a FIP was “necessary or appropriate to protect air 
quality,” 40 C.F.R. § 49.11 (2013). 



Appellate Case: 13-9524     Document: 01019284021     Date Filed: 07/23/2014     Page: 22     











 



23 
 



Each federal agency shall, in consultation with and with the assistance of 
the Secretary [of the Interior or of Commerce], insure that any action 
authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency (hereinafter in this 
section referred to as an ‘agency action’) is not likely to jeopardize the 
continued existence of any endangered species or threatened species.  
 



16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2).  Thus, the duty to consult is bounded by the agency action.  



Consultation is called for to ensure that the action does not jeopardize endangered or 



threatened species.  The written request to consult does not describe all the things that the 



requesting agency might have power to do but includes only “[a] description of the action 



to be considered.”  50 C.F.R. § 402.14(c)(1) (2013) (emphasis added).   



Action is defined as: 



all activities or programs of any kind authorized, funded, or carried out, in 
whole or in part, by Federal agencies in the United States or upon the high 
seas.  Examples include, but are not limited to:  (a) actions intended to 
conserve listed species or their habitat; (b) the promulgation of regulations; 
(c) the granting of licenses, contracts, leases, easements, rights-of-way, 
permits, or grants-in-aid; or (d) actions directly or indirectly causing 
modifications to the land, water, or air. 



 
Id. § 402.02.  “Of particular significance is the affirmative nature of these words—



‘authorized, funded, carried [out]’—and the absence of a ‘failure to act’ from this list. 



This stands in marked contrast to other sections of the ESA, which explicitly refer to an 



agency’s failure to act.”  W. Watersheds Project v. Matejko, 468 F.3d 1099, 1107–08 (9th 



Cir. 2006).  In Western Watersheds the Bureau of Land Management had interpreted the 



Federal Land Policy Management Act to exempt certain vested water rights on federal 



lands from the Bureau’s control.  See 468 F.3d at 1104–05.  The Bureau stated that it 



would regulate these existing water rights only if the right-of-way holder substantially 
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deviated from the existing use or location of the ditch or canal.  See id. at 1105.  



Environmental groups argued that the Bureau was required to consult under the ESA 



because it was making a “continuing decision not to enforce its regulatory discretion,” 



which amounted to affirmative action.  Id. at 1109.  The Ninth Circuit disagreed, holding 



that “[t]he [Bureau]’s challenged ‘action’ stands in marked contrast to cases involving 



truly ‘affirmative’ actions.”  Id.; see also Fund for Animals, Inc. v. Thomas, 127 F.3d 80, 



83 n.3, 84 n.6 (D.C. Cir. 1997) (decision to refrain from regulating baiting was likely not 



an action, and therefore would probably not trigger compliance with NEPA or ESA 



requirements); cf. Greater Yellowstone Coal. v. Tidwell, 572 F.3d 1115, 1123 (10th Cir. 



2009) (federal agency’s failure to exercise authority to amend a permit was not an action 



and therefore did not trigger duty to perform environmental analysis under NEPA).   



 Just as the ESA consultation requirement cannot be invoked by characterizing 



agency nonaction as action, it cannot be invoked by trying to piggyback nonaction on an 



agency action by claiming that the nonaction is really part of some broader action.  When 



an agency action has clearly defined boundaries, we must respect those boundaries and 



not describe inaction outside those boundaries as merely a component of the agency 



action.  Expanding in that manner the scope of what constitutes the “action” would make 



meaningless the regulation requiring an agency seeking formal consultation to include 



“[a] description of the action to be considered.”  50 C.F.R. § 402.14(c)(1) (2013).  The 



agency would have to set forth everything it might do.  And requiring consultation on 



everything the agency might do would hamstring government regulation in general and 
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would likely impede rather than advance environmental protection.  Cf. Defenders of 



Wildlife v. Andrus, 627 F.2d 1238, 1246 (“No agency could meet its NEPA obligations if 



it had to prepare an environmental impact statement every time the agency had power to 



act but did not do so.”).   



 We recognized this proposition in an earlier decision involving the same Plant at 



issue here.  In Arizona Public Service Co. v. United States Environmental Protection 



Agency, 562 F.3d 1116, 1131 (10th Cir. 2009), we considered the 2007 FIP promulgated 



for the Plant by the EPA.  See id. at 1121.  The FIP set opacity limits and emissions limits 



for some pollutants.  See id.  Environmental groups argued that the limits were 



inadequate and that the Tribal Authority Rule required the EPA “to submit a plan meeting 



the completeness criteria [that would be required for a SIP].”  Id. at 1125.  We rejected 



the claim, holding that when regulating under the Tribal Authority Rule, the EPA had 



discretion to regulate in steps.  See id.  We said that requiring the EPA to regulate as if it 



were promulgating a SIP would “prevent the EPA from implementing any plan as 



necessary or appropriate to protect air quality, absent a comprehensive analysis of all air 



quality problems in an area.”  Id. (internal quotation marks omitted).  “[S]ome regulation 



of the Plant,” we said, “is better than none at all.”  Id. 



 Likewise, the EPA here decided to take action, but bounded the scope of that 



action.  The EPA’s authority under the Tribal Authority Rule is limited to actions that it 



determines to be “necessary or appropriate to protect air quality,” 40 C.F.R. § 49.11 



(2013), and the principal finding supporting the FIP was the finding that it was 



Appellate Case: 13-9524     Document: 01019284021     Date Filed: 07/23/2014     Page: 25     











 



26 
 



“necessary or appropriate” to establish the BART at the Plant for NOx and PM emissions.  



Proposed FIP, 75 Fed. Reg. at 64222–23 (internal quotation marks omitted); Final FIP, 



77 Fed. Reg. at 51621.9  The scope of the EPA’s “action” was establishing that BART.  



And the possibility that the EPA would have discretion—in some other regulatory 



proceeding—to directly regulate mercury and selenium emissions at the Plant10 did not 



impose a duty to consult under the ESA before taking the only action under consideration 



at the time.  Life is short.  The EPA can, and by necessity must, proceed step by step.  It 



did not promulgate the NOx and PM haze requirements for the Plant until 35 years after 



the 1977 amendments to the Clean Air Act.  Requiring it to consult about all pollutants 



                                                 
9 The FIP also “conclude[d] that it is necessary or appropriate to set enforceable fugitive 
dust/PM suppression measures to protect ambient air quality.”  Final FIP, 77 Fed. Reg. at 
51643.  This additional finding does not affect our analysis. 
 
10 We note that the EPA has promulgated a regulation that directly addresses the plant’s 
mercury and selenium emissions:  the MATS rule.  The MATS rule applies to all coal-
fired power plants in the United States that have a “combustion unit of more than 25 
megawatts [and] serve[] a generator that produces electricity for sale.”  See MATS Rule, 
77 Fed. Reg. at 9367.  It sets a limit on mercury emissions of 1.2 lbs/TBtu.  See id. at 
9367.  Sources can chose to measure total filterable PM as a proxy for selenium or to 
measure selenium directly; the total PM limit is 3 x 10-2 lb/MMBtu and the selenium 
limit is 5 lb/TBtu.  See id. at 9367–68.  The standards will go into effect at the Plant in 
Spring 2015.  See id. at 9407.  WildEarth has made no argument that the EPA would have 
selected standards more stringent than the MATS standards if it had regulated mercury 
and selenium in the FIP.  We see no reason why the EPA cannot choose to regulate 
hazardous air pollutants and regional-haze pollutants, which are governed by different 
statutory provisions with different goals, in separate rulemakings.  And if WildEarth is 
concerned that EPA’s direct regulation of mercury and selenium under the MATS rule 
was not stringent enough, it can challenge that rule directly. 
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whenever it decides to address one or a few of them could only delay what is already a 



prolonged process.11  



III. CONCLUSION 



 WildEarth’s main concern, that baghouses should have been included in the 



BART for Units 1–3, has been mooted by the closure of those units.  And WildEarth has 



failed to identify any discretion of the EPA to otherwise reduce mercury and selenium 



pollution as part of the agency action at issue—promulgation of a FIP to reduce PM and 



NOx at the Plant.  



We DENY WildEarth’s petition for review. 



                                                 
11 It is worth adding that if WildEarth had preserved its argument about regulation of 
SO2, it would lose on the merits of that issue for the same reasons that it loses on the 
argument that the FIP should have directly regulated mercury and selenium.  The EPA 
never proposed regulating SO2 in this rulemaking.  In the final FIP the EPA noted that it 
had examined SO2 emissions in 2007 and that the comments it received about SO2 in this 
rulemaking “essentially repackage[d] the comments [it] received and provided a response 
for on the 2007 FIP.”  Final FIP, 77 Fed. Reg. at 51638.  EPA’s inaction in regulating 
SO2 is not an agency action that would trigger a duty to consult under the ESA. 
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lorang, Phil; South, Peter
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: Will you please prepare a backgrounder for this NGS-related: Maricopa meeting on Wed
Date: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:39:26 PM
Attachments: 2014 0310 Background Maricopa Stanfield Irrigation District Meeting on NGS.docx


Hi Phil,


Attached is a background paper for Janet. Debbie and Ann Lyons have reviewed it. I plan on calling in
 for this as well.


Please let me know if you need anything else. Thanks!
Anita


From: Lorang, Phil 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 8:34 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Will you please prepare a backgrounder for this NGS-related: Maricopa meeting on Wed


I assume that the part about BART is about NGS BART. You’ll know.


Please send the backgrounder to Peter South and to me. Thanks.


Phil


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder












From: Lee, Anita
To: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: RE: letter on NGS
Date: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 2:23:40 PM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield share w working group alee.docx


Hi Tamara,


I had a few minor suggested edits to the paragraph about the TWG Alternative (attached). Mainly
 just that I try not to refer to the TWG submission as a “proposal”, at least not until it actually
 becomes a “real” (EPA) proposal.


And a general question: the response letter you attached only has responses to question 1 (and its
 subparts), not questions 2 or 3 – am I missing something or are we deliberately choosing to only
 respond to question 1?


Thanks!


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:08 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: letter on NGS


hi Colleen and Anita,


Many months ago, Rep Whitfield sent us a letter about NGS (attached). We drafted a response but
 could not send it b/c the language was similar to language we were waiting to clear through OMB
 re: NGS from a budget hearing in the spring. That question cleared this week. Also, the


 Administrator is going up to the Hill on Sept 18th for a hearing in front of Rep. Whitfield’s
 committee. All of which means that we now can and want to respond to his letter very soon.


Attached is the my latest draft of our response. Can you all take a look and let me know if you’re OK
 with it or edits you suggest? I will also be running the attachment by DOI for the 3-agency meeting
 info. If you can get me your comments by early next week (or sooner if you want) that would be
 great so we can clear this out by the end of next week.


converted document to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder







thanks,
Tamara
 
Also – there’s going to need to be a fact sheet/briefing one-pager on NGS for that hearing too. I
 don’t know if Sara Terry has already asked for one through the visibility folks in OAQPS, but keep an
 ear out. In particular we’ll need to think about what we want the Administrator to say if asked re:
 the TWG agreement and the timing of the supplemental (she can’t just say it’s in process if Jared is
 signing it the next day).
 
 








From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: RE: letter on NGS
Date: Thursday, September 05, 2013 2:06:38 PM


yeah. we lost those in what I sent to you all. Circulating a new version here shortly!
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 5:24 PM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: RE: letter on NGS
 
Hi Tamara,
 
I had a few minor suggested edits to the paragraph about the TWG Alternative (attached). Mainly
 just that I try not to refer to the TWG submission as a “proposal”, at least not until it actually
 becomes a “real” (EPA) proposal.
 
And a general question: the response letter you attached only has responses to question 1 (and its
 subparts), not questions 2 or 3 – am I missing something or are we deliberately choosing to only
 respond to question 1?
 
Thanks!
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:08 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: letter on NGS
 
hi Colleen and Anita,
 
Many months ago, Rep Whitfield sent us a letter about NGS (attached). We drafted a response but
 could not send it b/c the language was similar to language we were waiting to clear through OMB
 re: NGS from a budget hearing in the spring. That question cleared this week. Also, the


 Administrator is going up to the Hill on Sept 18th for a hearing in front of Rep. Whitfield’s
 committee. All of which means that we now can and want to respond to his letter very soon.
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Attached is the my latest draft of our response. Can you all take a look and let me know if you’re OK
 with it or edits you suggest? I will also be running the attachment by DOI for the 3-agency meeting
 info. If you can get me your comments by early next week (or sooner if you want) that would be
 great so we can clear this out by the end of next week.
 
thanks,
Tamara
 
Also – there’s going to need to be a fact sheet/briefing one-pager on NGS for that hearing too. I
 don’t know if Sara Terry has already asked for one through the visibility folks in OAQPS, but keep an
 ear out. In particular we’ll need to think about what we want the Administrator to say if asked re:
 the TWG agreement and the timing of the supplemental (she can’t just say it’s in process if Jared is
 signing it the next day).
 
 
















_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov

























From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:38:08 PM
Attachments: 2014 0106 Update for Administrator on Navajo BART FIPs ann.docx


I added a bullet about the FCPP Petition for Review.  But that made the paper exceed one page.  
 Fine with me if you decide not to include but I put the information in case you want to include it.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator


Just a brief bullet summary. Please let me know if you have any revisions, etc.


Thanks!
Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:57:00 PM
Attachments: 2014 0106 Update for Administrator on Navajo BART FIPs.final.docx


This looks good to me. Made 1 change regarding the additional 30 days for the tribes, but I consider
 this ready to go. I’m collecting all the papers to send to Debbie.


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 1:38 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator


I added a bullet about the FCPP Petition for Review.  But that made the paper exceed one page.  
 Fine with me if you decide not to include but I put the information in case you want to include it.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 12:07 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: one page update on Navajo BART FIPs for Administrator


Just a brief bullet summary. Please let me know if you have any revisions, etc.


Thanks!
Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Re: EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a "step forward"
Date: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 8:42:08 AM


I can't read the whole story on my bb and I don't have internet access in my mtg. Could you cut and
 paste it, or was the part you included really all she said? Thx for sending. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 11:37:02 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Adams, Elizabeth
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a 'step forward'
 


http://www.azcentral.com/news/politics/articles/20130923epa-chief-navajo-generating-station-
plan-step-forward.html


EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a 'step forward' 


azcentral.comWASHINGTON -- The new head of the Environmental Protection Agency said Monday
 she is encouraged by an alternative plan to cut emissions at the 
Navajo 
...


From: Saltman, Tamara
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 7:07:31 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: RE: NGS Communications Strategy - still draft
 
I have a few additional comments on top of Colleen’s, the most important of which is to suggest we
 not use the word “approve” when describing what we are doing with the TWG alternative – it
 seems likely to cause confusion that we are finalizing it. I also suggest adding language in a few
 places about the comment period and how we’re taking comment on everything to avoid the
 impression that we have settled on this alternative. A few other edits are just editorial. The carbon
 pollution control language looks good to me.
 
 
Tamara







 
 
Tamara Saltman
EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
William Jefferson Clinton Building room 5442Y
 
202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov
Learn about air pollution and the Clean Air Act at http://epa.gov/air/caa/ 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, September 23, 2013 9:03 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Saltman, Tamara; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: NGS Communications Strategy - still draft
 
Hi, Niloufar,
 
Here are my comments/suggestions and the contact information that you requested. We can discuss
 tomorrow. I talked to Bill Keener about the press release and tried to explain that this action is
 different from our previous action and we have to be a bit careful (vague).  I’m waiting for the next
 iteration.
 
I’m copying Debbie and Tamara on this version so they can see what’s planned, and so they can take
 the opportunity to talk to Janet about calling Letty and David tomorrow night.  They also need to
 see the responses on GHG and the “war on coal” in case we need to change anything there.  Amy
 gave us a nice writeup for GHG so I think that one should be fine since it tracks what we are saying
 nationally.
 
Thanks for all your work on this. We are almost there.
 
Colleen
 
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: Re: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
Date: Friday, November 15, 2013 5:07:41 PM


Yes but we have no firm date. It depends on the number of comments and the content.


From: PerezSullivan, Margot
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2013 4:58:42 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
 
Are we saying sometime in the new year for a final determination?
 
Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   
 
From: PerezSullivan, Margot 
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2013 3:58 PM
To: 'Tori Schneider'
Subject: RE: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
 
Thanks Jim.  I will ask about a final decision and let you know.
 
Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   
 
From: Tori Schneider [mailto:coyoterunner222@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2013 8:59 AM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
 
Hi Margot.  We may have spoken last year regarding the BART Rule and the NGS while I
 was News Director for Lake Powell Communications in Page.  I am now managing
 www.pagelakepowellnews.com in Page and was hoping you could tell me when the projected
 date is for the final decision by EPA on which proposal to go with:  the initial EPA BART
 rule or the alternative being proposed by NGS and considered by the Technical Working
 Group?  Thank you so much and please add my contact info to your media release list on
 NGS.  Have a great day!
 
Jim Wagoner
www.pagelakepowellnews.com
Cell: (303) 905-9225








From: Blumenfeld, Jared
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Re: OAR Shout Out
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 6:32:08 PM


Thanks for highlighting!!


Jared Blumenfeld, EPA


From: McCabe, Janet
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 4:42:26 PM
To: Blumenfeld, Jared
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out
 
Fyi—my weekly Shout Out…


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we







 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet








From: Childers, Pat
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Re: OAR representat on on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 7:03:33 AM


With the later time I will be coming from the ntc meeting at potomac yards and will have to meet you there likely via a cab  I will schedule something for afternoon on monday  Tamara any time in
 particular work for you?


From: Powers, Tom
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 9:41:53 AM
To: Childers, Pat; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: RE: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup
 
Pat –
 


I have something in the afternoon on the 8th but I will skip that and join you and Tamara at the DOE meeting   Can you arrange to get us over there or would you like me to?  Monday (the 6th) works
 for some prep; how about some time between noon and 3pm?
 
Tom
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Re: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
 
Tom and Tamara


DOE has moved this meeting to 2 00 on January 8  Let me know if you can make it  I will forward the invite to you and we can sit down and chat on it on the 6th  ll have office reps on by phone but
 would appreciate your presence at the meeting if possible  Its very early stages and will run the gamut of many energy issues and look at funding issues as well  DOE is well aware of our lack of
 funding opportunities but it will be good to hear what exists from the other agencies


Looking forward to hopefully working with you on this  


Pat


From: McCabe, Janet
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 7:25:07 PM
To: Childers, Pat; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: RE: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup
 
Thanks, Pat—that sounds good
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 10:03 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
 
Happy New Year – Janet, Tom Tamara and Betsy and Jim
 
DOE has moved forward with setting up an interagency meeting to begin discussions on the Whitehouse NAAC Energy Subgroup.
 
As Janet noted I previously recommended having an OAP and OAQPS lead on the group, based on the below perhaps, Tom, Tamara and myself can attend the kick
 off meeting (with call ins from OAP and OAQPS if possible) and figure out future staffing after that.
 
I have attached the previous background document on this and have requested to see if there is new info being pulled together.
 
Janet and Betsy – this is on the same day as the NTC meeting with Janet which starts at 11:00 I believe.  I can meet you at Potomac Yard following this
 meeting, but I think you all will be in good shape for that meeting and Laura will be in town.
 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
This note serves to confirm that the interagency meeting of DOE, DOI, USDA, and EPA to discuss the WH NAAC Energy Subgroup:
 
When:  Wednesday January 8, 2014 from 10:00 am to 11:30 am
 
Where:  US Department of Energy Headquarters, 1000 Independence Ave, SW, Washington, DC 20585
                ROOM 5E-081
 
Conference Call-in Number:  Will be provided upon rsvp and sent by email. 
 
*** Please RSVP (send to albert.petrasek@hq.doe.gov and Jorge.mariani@hq.doe.gov) and send names of those individuals from DOI who will be attending in
 person to assist with clearance at security.  Conference call-in line will be provided for those that have rsvp'd.
 
In the meantime, please contact Brandt Petrasek (albert.petrasek@hq.doe.gov) or by phone at 202 586 4818.
 
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 7:01 PM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Childers, Pat; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: Re: summary of interagency NGS meeting
 
Thanks, this is a great summary


Pat childers sent a separate note on the tribal energy subcommittee to betsy and me asking for advice in staffing it and suggesting OAP and/or OAQPS people  To the extent it's focused on AZ and
 renewables, as these notes indiacte, you guys ought to be plugged in--I'm cc'ing Pat so he's aware, and will also foirwward Pat's note to tamara and tom


From: Powers, Tom
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:21:50 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: summary of interagency NGS meeting
 
Tamara –
 
Excellent summary of yesterday s meeting   I think you accurately captured all the high points, with the possible addition of the EIS schedule showing completion in December, 2017   (A long way out
 there)







I would be happy to provide input/comment when you start working on the “what IS the roadmap?” project   Let me know how I can be helpful


Tom


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:04 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom
Subject: summary of interagency NGS meeting


Janet and Tom,


Here is a summary of the key points from the meeting  Tom, if you have anything to add please chime in  We only got one deliverable, which we should make sure we talk about sometime in early
 Jan; I ll try to get something on calendars  February is a big month for public outreach  And there is a new federal clean energy on tribal lands group we should pay attention to


BART


-          Region 9 has gotten a request to extend the comment period on the BART proposal (this would be the 4th extension – the proposal went out in Jan 2013) from the White Mountain Apache
 Tribe  


-          Letty and David Palumbo plan to meet with the Hopi Tribe, including the new Chairman, in January, to continue the fence-mending process  DOI has every intention of supporting clean
 energy development at Hopi too (they aren t identified as receiving it in the TWG agreement), and is willing to enter into an agreement to that effect if needed


-          We will be receiving a joint comment from all TWG Agreement signatories (presumably supporting the TWG alternative)  We may also receive individual comments from signatories on what
 they would like us to do in case we don t finalize the TWG agreement version of BART


-          DOI is going to share with stakeholders and the public their analysis of the environmental impacts of the TWG to counter the public perception that the TWG agreement is worse for the
 environment than the 3 SCRS in 2021-2023  


-          Carbon reduction goal planning from the TWG is coming in early 2014 (to meet that part of DOI s TWG commitments)
-         


NREL Phase 2
-          Had a long staff meeting on this earlier this week; will be getting more specifics on what the analysis will entail in January  (FYI, this is needed to help us figure out what part we are


 contributing $ to so that I can process the paperwork  I think we have a vehicle to get funding directly to NREL)
-          DOI/NREL will put NREL Phase 2 scope of work out for stakeholder comment in February
-          This is our only to do item: There was some discussion about what the “roadmap” we committed to having public input to in the Joint Statement last year should be  We all agree it s not


 NREL Phase 2 or the TWG agreement; but need to be able to explain what it IS  I agreed to work with David Palumbo and Steve Lindenberg to draft a definition for the workgroup to react to
 We hope to get this agreed to by everyone before the February outreach


EIS
-          Public EIS process will start in February  DOI will give us all a heads up ahead of time and send us their working schedule on the EIS


There are 2 new clean energy on tribal land groups, one of feds and one of not-feds+NREL
-          Secretary Jewell and Secretary Moniz (apparently after a conversation with Administrator McCarthy and Secretary Vilsack) have formed a tribal energy subgroup of the [I think a WH group


 on Tribal issues but didn t apparently write down the name]  The goal is to support clean energy for Tribes, and they intend to focus first on AZ  They are planning to invite us and Agriculture
 to join the subgroup  We ll need to figure out what that might entail and how to participate


-          There is a group of environmental (EDF, WRA, Grand Canyon Trust), educational (NAU), and power organizations (Western Area Power Administration) and NREL also getting together to
 develop a strategy for how they think DOI should implement all its TWG commitments to encourage clean power  They may go broader than that too – it s not clear  And to my knowledge
 this group doesn t have a name yet  Also, Tracy LeBeau from DOE is now detailed to WAPA


Tamara


Redactions: Internal deliberative process
















Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.
Atlanta, GA   30303


meiburg.stan@epa.gov
Office:  (404) 562-8357
Cell:  (404) 435-4234


From: Mitchell, Ken
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 5:47 PM
To: Jones-Johnson, Shea; Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Hannon, Arnita; Jenkins, Brandi; HicksWhite, Javoyne; Simon, Suganthi; Wise, Allison; Meiburg, Stan;
 Banister, Beverly; Kemker, Carol; Gettle, Jeaneanne; Mitchell, Ken; Worley, Gregg; Rinck, Todd
Subject: RE: Please send Hot Topics for National Governors Association meeting











Hope that helps – let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks,
Andrea
202-564-1397


From: Barbery, Andrea
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 5:51 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Abrams, Dan; Sebastian, Chris; Shore, Berry; Miller, Linda; Wise, Allison;
 Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto, Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier,
 Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Schuster, Cindy
Cc: Bowles, Jack
Subject: Please send Hot Topics for National Governors Association meeting


Hello Regional Intergovernmental Liaisons,


As part of the events related to the upcoming National Governors Association meeting (Feb. 21 - 24), the
 Administrator has agreed to participate in a number of events, during which she’ll have many opportunities to
 mingle with the governors of your states:


On Saturday, Feb. 22, she will be holding “office hours” at the NGA meeting hotel.  9 governors have signed up to
 discuss various issues with her.  As those topics roll in, I’ll be sure to touch base with you (in the respective
 Regions) to help me pull together some briefing materials.  I hope to have topics from the governors’ offices no
 later than Thursday of this week, so please keep an eye out for that.


On Sunday, Feb. 23, the Administrator will be hosting a breakfast for the Western Governors Association.  13
 governors have RSVP’ed, as well as the Secretaries of Energy, Agriculture, and Interior.  This will be a very loose
 discussion; I have already reached out to the Regions affected – and thanks again, to you, who are pulling together
 those states’ Hot Topics!


On Monday, Feb. 24, the Administrator will be heading over to the White House with the governors to meet with
 White House staff – and probably do a lot of mingling.  It’s hard to say who will approach her at this event, but we
 do want to be prepared, so…


…Please send a short list of Hot Topics for your states, by Tuesday, Feb. 18.  As there are 56 states and territories, I
 implore you (on behalf of the Administrator) to keep them brief!  Each bullet should be 1-2 sentences, if possible,
 and only the high-level items that a Governor might bring up.  For your reference, here’s an example from the last
 Hot Topics document we prepared:


Arizona







·         Navajo Generating Station: The close of the public comment period on NGS is Jan. 6, 2014. Governor Brewer
 sent a letter to the Administrator on Oct. 21 supporting the TWG Alternative.


Please let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
















Cell:  (404) 435-4234


From: Mitchell, Ken
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 5:47 PM
To: Jones-Johnson, Shea; Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Hannon, Arnita; Jenkins, Brandi; HicksWhite, Javoyne; Simon, Suganthi; Wise, Allison; Meiburg, Stan;
 Banister, Beverly; Kemker, Carol; Gettle, Jeaneanne; Mitchell, Ken; Worley, Gregg; Rinck, Todd
Subject: RE: Please send Hot Topics for National Governors Association meeting











Arizona


·         Navajo Generating Station: The close of the public comment period on NGS is Jan. 6, 2014. Governor Brewer
 sent a letter to the Administrator on Oct. 21 supporting the TWG Alternative.


          
 







Please let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397












From: Zito, Kelly
To: Blumenfeld, Jared; Strauss, Alexis
Subject: Re: R9 Update
Date: Monday, July 21, 2014 8:30:14 AM


Yes, of course. Any specific issue you'd like to highlight?
K


From: Blumenfeld, Jared
Sent: Sunday, July 20, 2014 10:05:16 PM
To: Strauss, Alexis; Zito, Kelly
Subject: FW: R9 Update


Kelly - for next week can you prepare a draft.  Thanks, J


From: Blumenfeld, Jared
Sent: Sunday, July 20, 2014 10:04 PM
To: Adm13McCarthy, Gina
Cc: Deputy Administrator; KeyesFleming, Gwendolyn; Rupp, Mark; Reynolds, Thomas; Ganesan, Arvin;
 Feldt, Lisa; Vaught, Laura; Fritz, Matthew
Subject: R9 Update


Navajo Generating Station: On July 28, we are hoping that you will sign the final Best Available Retrofit Technology
 (BART) FIP for NGS. The FIP will require implementation of the “better than BART” alternative based on input from a
 diverse group of stakeholders known as the Technical Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the
 alternative except for several environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree
 requirement to take final action, but the stakeholders are eager for a final decision from EPA.  The final action will
 reduce Nox by more than 80% at the facility and improve local health and visibility at Grand Canyon. This has been a
 huge undertaking by staff - who have been working on this for more than five years!


 
 
 
 


 
 
 


 
 


  


All Redactions:  Non-responsive






























































From: Adm13McCarthy, Gina
To: Blumenfeld, Jared
Subject: Re: R9 Weekly Update
Date: Monday, November 18, 2013 4:53:51 AM


See you soon.


From: Blumenfeld, Jared
Sent: Monday, November 18, 2013 12:15:50 AM
To: Adm13McCarthy, Gina; Deputy Administrator; Gwen, Fleming; Fritz, Matthew; Ganesan, Arvin;
 Feldt, Lisa
Cc: Reynolds, Thomas
Subject: R9 Weekly Update


2:  NGS Public Hearings - I attended the one in LeChee.  About 50 people spoke - the vast
 majority were Navajo and about half spoke in Navajo.  There were families living next to the
 power plant who had been struggling since NGS was built to electrify their homes.  The cables
 are finally being put up this year. The majority of speakers favored the Technical Working
 Group (TWG) proposal and asked that EPA take action quickly.  There were also speakers who
 talked about the large health impacts of NGS and the importance of moving to renewables. 


All Redactions:  Non-responsive
























From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Re: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting
Date: Friday, March 14, 2014 2:20:38 PM


I haven't heard. I think you should go ahead and send. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2014 1:51:40 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting


I am checking to see if you have heard from Kevin. Can I send it up by 2:30 if we have not
 heard?


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2014 10:52 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting


I included a few edits.  Take a look.


I also have Kevin Culligan of OAR, who is directly involved in the HECO issue, looking to see whether
 the response was sent.  I asked him to get back to me ASAP. 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2014 9:16 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: FW: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting


Hi Debbie,


I am attaching our updated hot topic bullets for the ECOS meeting.  We updated the items


All Redactions:  Non-responsive







 that are shown in red below.
I am still trying to find out about the Governor Abercrombie letter but if not, we can send as
 is, or should I take it out?


Please let me know if you have any questions or edits. This is due by COB today to Brent.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov
From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 8:56 PM
To: Machol, Ben; Saracino, Ray; Nudd, Gregory; Lakin, Matt; Vagenas, Ginger; Kurpius, Meredith;
 Bohnenkamp, Carol
Cc: Drake, Kerry; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Adams, Elizabeth; Jordan, Deborah; Rios, Gerardo
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High


All –
We are being asked for hot topics for the upcoming ECOS meeting. We recently pulled
 together the bullets below for the National Governors Association meeting.  We do need to
 add/edit some topics.  The items in red are either new topics or ones we need to update.
 Please look for your name and update as necessary. If there are other topics you think we
 should add or update, please do so.


Note that we need about two sentences for each topic. I need to forward everything to OPA by
 March 14 so please get back to me by COB Thursday, March 13.


Thank you.


CALIFORNIA


ARIZONA (Governor Jan Brewer)


· Navajo Generating Station: The public comment period on NGS closed on Jan. 6, 2014. EPA has
agreed to let the Hopi Tribe submit late comments. Governor Brewer sent a letter to the
Administrator on Oct. 21 supporting the TWG Alternative.











From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 3:16 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; Scott, Jeff; Diamond, Jane; Moyer, Robert; Johnson,
 Kathleen; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Lindsay, Nancy;
 Adams, Elizabeth; McCarroll, John; Woo, Nancy; Kemmerer, John; John, Steven
Cc: Johnson, AudreyL; Stollman, Scott; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Glosson, Niloufar; Zito,
 Kelly; Keener, Bill; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High
 
Dear Colleagues:
 
Please see attached note below from Andrea Barbery in OCIR and her request for Hot Topic
 bullets for our Region IX States. Since we just went through this exercise for the National
 Governor and Western Governor’s meeting In DC, the attached document includes what
 Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands.
 
Ø  Please feel free to update any of the previous Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific


 Islands Hot Topic bullets for Region IX included in the attached document on pages
 13 – 16 if needed, or if you wish to add any new bullets for those States, you are
 welcome to do that as well.  


 
Ø  What we now need is to request Hot Topic bullets for California since ECOS will


 be in California and Secretary Rodriquez will be attending and Governor Jerry
 Brown will be giving a keynote address on April 1st. Please remember that all we
 need is 2 – 3 sentences per Hot Topic bullet. We do not need extensive write-ups.
 Please see attached document as a template for what we are looking for.


 


Please provide me your Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California as
 well as any updates for the Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific
 Islands and I will compile and send to the Front Office for their review early Monday
 morning so that we can finalize and send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
 
Good afternoon!
 
Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend
 events, another meeting looms on the horizon…







 
ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2,
 2014.  I am pleased to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or
 DRAs, as well as a hearty group of senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy
 Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics. 
 Fortunately, thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work
 behind us, with just a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info
 in the attached, and let me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during
 the last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Re: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida"s Confirmation Hearing
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 6:05:06 AM


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 23, 2014, at 7:17 PM, "Lyons, Ann" <Lyons.Ann@epa.gov> wrote:


No worries – I think we have responded to Pat Childers.  I hope you are feeling better. 
 Thanks so much for all of your continued help on NGS.
 


 
 


 
 
 
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 4:00 PM
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Fwd: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation Hearing
 


 


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: "McKaughan, Colleen" <McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov>
Date: July 23, 2014 at 4:36:56 PM EDT
To: "Lyons, Ann" <Lyons.Ann@epa.gov>, "Lee, Anita"
 <Lee.Anita@epa.gov>, "Saltman, Tamara" <Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation







 Hearing


I sent something last night but neglected to copy everyone. It was two
 sentences so if they need detail use Ann's version.


From: Lyons, Ann
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 12:16:19 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation
 Hearing
 
Tamara:   Both Colleen and Anita are on the road.   Pat Childers
 asked us to prepare a few bullets for a confirmation hearing for Jane
 Nishida.  Anita asked me to send something, but I would feel better
 if you would not mind taking a look at it before I send it off.  Any
 alarm bells or edits?  Thanks so much.


 
1)       On July 28, 2014, the Administrator signed a Final Rule


 requiring the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) to reduce
 emissions of oxides of nitrogen (NOx) by about 80% to improve
 visibility at 11 nearby national parks and wilderness areas,
 including the Grand Canyon National Park.


2)      EPA’s Final Rule was consistent with an agreement developed
 by a group of diverse stakeholders known as the Technical Work
 Group on NGS (TWG), composed of Salt River Project, the U.S.
 Department of the Interior, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River
 Indian Community, Environmental Defense Fund, Western
 Resource Advocates, and the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District


3)      Navajo Generating Station has central importance to the delivery
 of water in the Central Arizona Project and numerous tribal
 interests.


 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:59 AM
To: Childers, Pat; Lyons, Ann; Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen;
 Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation
 Hearing







 
I’m heading out of the office, so I have asked Ann Lyons to send a bullet or
 two on NGS. Thanks Ann!
 


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation
 Hearing
 
Thanks
 
 


From: Zimpfer, Amy 
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 1:49 PM
To: Childers, Pat; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation
 Hearing
 
Colleen or Anita should be able to provide something 


Amy Zimpfer, USEPA, Region 9, Air Division


From: Childers, Pat
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2014 10:02:00 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: FW: Urgent Request Regarding Jane Nishida's Confirmation
 Hearing
 
Hi Amy and Colleen
 
See Janet’s note referencing NGS BART below (as well as JoAnn’s before
 that) .  OITA may of requested something on NGS already, but Janet
 wanted to make sure it was covered for Jane.
 
Thanks
 
Pat
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2014 9:56 PM
To: Shaw, Betsy; Childers, Pat
Subject: RE: Urgent Request Regarding Jane's Confirmation Hearing
 
William can help with the 111d question.







 
I suggest something be provided on the NGS BART determination
 even though it's not on the list--I'm sure Region 9 would be able to
 provide something.  Gina will be signing the final BART rule end of
 this week.











 
JoAnn Kay Chase
Director, American Indian Environmental Office
U.S. Environmental  Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-0303
Direct:  202-564-0878
 


<ENV_DEFENSE-#688793-v1-Four_Corners_-_Opinion_Denying_Petition
 (2).pdf>




















































Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 




















75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 1:43 PM
To: Schuster, Cindy; Maier, Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Wood, MelanieL; Hatch, Sarah; Assunto, Carmen
Subject: Reminder: Hot topics due Thursday!
 
Hello,
 
This is a reminder that I’m looking for some very short (!) hot topics for the upcoming breakfast with
 the Western Governors’ Association.  As of this afternoon, the Governors that will be attending
 include:
 
Region 6
Gov. Fallin (OK)
 
Region 8
Gov. Dalrymple (ND)
Gov. Daugaard (SD)
Gov. Bullock (MT)
Gov. Herbert (UT)
Gov. Mead (WY)
Gov. Hickenlooper (CO)
 
Region 9
Gov. Brewer (AZ)
Gov. Sandoval (NV)
Gov. Calvo (GU)
Gov. Inos (MP)
Gov. Moliga (AS)
 
Region 10
Gov. Inslee (WA)
 
I originally requested your hot topics by this Thursday – and if you can get them to me by then,
 great! – but I will be casting a wider net to all the Regions (email to follow), so I’m looking at early
 next week. 
 
Thanks for your help with this – let me know if you have any questions!
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 







 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, February 03, 2014 10:13 AM
To: 'Schuster, Cindy'; 'Maier, Brent'; 'Higuchi, Dean'; 'Wood, MelanieL'; 'Hatch, Sarah'; 'Assunto, Carmen'
Subject: Please send Hot Topics by 2/13
 
Hello,
 
On February 23, 2014, the Administrator will be hosting a breakfast meeting for the Western
 Governors’ Association.  In preparation for that meeting, please send Hot Topics for your states by
 Thursday, Feb. 13.  Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397
 
 
















Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 12:46 PM
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Everyone,
Please find below a message I received from OCIR regarding Governor Brewer’s letter.  HQ seems to
 want a little more detail, and has made a few comments in the attached draft for you to take a look
 at.  I’ve explained to Andrea that Jared is out next week in D.C., but that we’d give them an update on
 revising the letter as soon as we can.
 
Thanks!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Yogi, David
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for moving this letter through concurrence on the R9 side.  On the OCIR side, my management
 would like us to make our response to the Governor a bit more – well, responsive.  I know that there
 is little we can say about this rule, due to where it is in the rulemaking process.  Because I am new
 here and totally unfamiliar with the BART rule, I worked with some folks in OAR to see if they could
 add some NGS-specific language.  Please take a look at this draft and let me know what you think.
 
Please know that my comment (the second one) isn’t a request to R9 to answer these specific
 questions; I was just brainstorming on other ways we could add details about what happened in
 those hearings, what people said, the level of outreach, etc.  (My contacts in OAR can’t add this text,
 obviously, as they were not there!) If not, that is fine – I think OAR’s edits (with the personal touch
 and all) will satisfy OCIR managers.  And by all means, if these ideas spark any other details you think







 the Governor would be interested in (and that we can share publicly) – please add them in, too!
 
Sorry to send this back your way right before the holiday.  We can discuss next week.  Until then,
 Happy Thanksgiving and Happy Hanukkah!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:17 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
No, no.  Not at all.  I’ve been waiting for this concurrence note for some time and was glad to get it
 back to you.  My sincere apologies for the delayed response; we tried getting the buck slip back to
 you all ASAP, but with the Administrator’s visit last week, senior management was pretty tied up. 
 Thanks!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:15 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Thanks, David!  Sorry I hope we were not bombarding you from all sides.  I didn’t realize others here
 had also asked you this question.  Thanks!!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:13 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Lewis, Josh; Bowles, Jack; Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?







 
Hi Andrea,
Please find attached both the signed buck slip and final letter (w/R9’s edits).  I sent this forward to
 both Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles this morning.  My apologies for not sending to you earlier!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
I got an out-of-office message from Brent and was wondering if you or someone else in your office
 could help me track this governors’ correspondence?
 
AL-14-000-0853 – Urging EPA to allow an alternative to the BART rule for the Navajo Generating
 Station
 
I have attached the letter and the CMS control sheet.  Last I heard from Brent, it was with your CoS… 
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent –
 
Hope you had a great weekend!
 
Any word back on this??
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397







 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:07 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Andrea –
 
The final draft is with our Chief of Staff. I am checking on the latest and will let you know what
 I hear. Thanks.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent,
 
I’m going through the list of Governor’s correspondence and noticed one in Region 9 that I wanted to
 check in with you on.  Attached is a letter from Gov. Brewer dated Oct. 21, 2013, regarding the
 Navajo Generating Station.  Also attached is a PDF of the control slip.  Can you help me track the
 status of this response letter?  (I don’t see a draft response in CMS.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Drake, Kerry
Subject: RE: Honor awards due Friday- Nov 21
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 9:44:00 AM
Attachments: Gold Writeup - 2014 EPA Form 3130-16.docx


Here is the writeup so far. I will work on the rest of the package while you look at this.  Thanks!!!!


From: Drake, Kerry 
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 9:42 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Honor awards due Friday- Nov 21


Thanks, Colleen!  I have leave at 3:00 for personal and dr. appts.  Btw.


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 5:22 AM
To: Adams, Elizabeth
Cc: Drake, Kerry
Subject: Re: Honor awards due Friday- Nov 21


Still working on it. Will get it done today Friday.


Sent from my iPhone


On Nov 20, 2014, at 8:10 PM, "Adams, Elizabeth" <Adams.Elizabeth@epa.gov> wrote:


Just wanted you to know that the other 3 award nominations have now been sent to
 Jack Powelson and Bridget Coyle.  Good luck, thanks and have a great Thanksgiving!


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial 
release folder. Addded "_1" to title of document to distinguish with 
another document (later draft) with same name.
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: I made my NGS extension phone call
Date: Thursday, June 27, 2013 10:42:00 AM


I will send Kelly a copy of the notice. She can share with the TWG.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, June 27, 2013 10:35 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: I made my NGS extension phone call
 
 







































U.S. EPA FACT SHEET 



Final Action  



Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) for Navajo Generating Station, Navajo Nation 



 



July 28, 2014 



 



Summary of Action  



EPA is taking final action to require the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) to reduce emissions of oxides of 



nitrogen (NOx) in order to reduce the impact NGS has on visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas. 



EPA is finalizing the requirements put forth in a Supplemental Proposal on October 22, 2013. These 



requirements are consistent with an agreement developed by a group of diverse stakeholders known as the 



Technical Work Group on NGS (TWG).  



In today’s action, EPA is establishing a cap in NOx emissions from NGS over 2009 to 2044 and requiring the 



operator of NGS to implement one of several alternative operating scenarios to comply with the 2009-2044 NOx 



Cap. Generally, the alternative operating scenarios require NGS to close one unit at NGS, or curtail electricity 



generation by a similar amount, in 2019, and to meet a NOx emission limit that is achievable with the 



installation of selective catalytic reduction (SCR) on two units in 2030.  



When fully implemented, this final action requires over an 80 percent reduction in NOx emissions from NGS 



and is expected to significantly reduce the impact of NGS on visibility at 11 mandatory Class I Federal areas. 



 



Background On Today’s Final Action 



NGS is subject to the BART requirement of the Clean Air Act and Regional Haze Rule based on its age and its 



effect on visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon. See map. 



On February 5, 2013, EPA proposed a BART determination for NGS, an alternative to BART, and a framework 



for evaluating alternatives to BART that would allow greater flexibility in the timeframe for compliance if the 



alternative resulted in greater emission reductions. EPA invited stakeholders to suggest additional alternatives to 



BART that met our proposed framework.  



EPA is exercising its discretion under the Regional Haze Rule and Tribal Authority Rule to set an appropriate 



compliance timeframe for “better than BART” alternatives for NGS and to give credit for early and voluntary 



NOx reductions achieved through the installation of low-NOx burners with separated over fire air over 2009-



2011.  



On July 26, 2013, the TWG submitted Appendix B of the TWG Agreement to meet the framework for an 



alternative to BART. 



The TWG is composed of Salt River Project (operator and co-owner of NGS), the U.S. Department of the 



Interior, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, Environmental Defense Fund, Western Resource 



Advocates, and the Central Arizona Water Conservation District. 



EPA evaluated Appendix B of the TWG Agreement and in a Supplemental Proposal published on October 22, 



2013, proposed regulatory requirements consistent with Appendix B of the TWG Agreement as a “better than 



BART” alternative. 











EPA held five public hearings and received approximately 77,000 written comments. 



Today’s action finalizes the Supplemental Proposal. 



General Background 



NGS, a 2,250 MW coal-fired power plant, is located on the Navajo Nation Indian Reservation near Page, 



Arizona and is one of the largest sources of NOx in the country.  



NOx is not only a visibility-impairing pollutant but is also regulated as a criteria pollutant (NO2) and as a 



precursor to other criteria pollutants, ozone and fine particulate matter. 



Under the Clean Air Act, Congress required that EPA reduce visibility impairment in mandatory Class I federal 



areas across the country. States are required to adopt Regional Haze plans that improve visibility over time. 



These plans include BART determinations, where older sources are evaluated for additional pollution controls. 



Most states have completed this process and many have required stationary sources under their jurisdiction to 



install new air pollution controls for BART.  



NGS has already installed pollution control equipment to significantly reduce emissions of sulfur dioxide (SO2) 



and particulate matter in order to protect visibility and improve air quality. Now, EPA is requiring that the 



facility take comparable action to reduce NOx emissions, the last component of pollution that significantly 



affects regional haze.  



In 2011 alone, 4 million people visited the Grand Canyon. Visibility is important to healthy tourism and the 



economic vitality of the states, local and tribal communities in the West. 



NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (24.3%), Salt River Project (21.7%), Los Angeles 



Department of Water and Power (21.2%), Arizona Public Service (14%), NV Energy (11.3%) and Tucson 



Electric Power (7.5%).  



 



Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and NV Energy have announced their intentions to divest from 



NGS. Together they own 32.5 % of the plant, or almost one-third of the 3-unit facility. 



 



Next Steps  



The Federal Register notice will be published in approximately 2 – 3 weeks.  The rule will be effective 60 days 



after publication in the Federal Register. 



More Information 



http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/#station 



 



 





http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/#station










 















From: Drake, Kerry
To: McKaughan, Colleen; PerezSullivan, Margot; Woo, Nancy
Subject: RE: Information requested by Jared.
Date: Thursday, August 07, 2014 12:10:13 PM


I agree.  NGS was a big deal with AZ ag and they like the outcome.


-----Original Message-----
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:22 AM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot; Woo, Nancy
Cc: Drake, Kerry
Subject: RE: Information requested by Jared.


Yes, Jared is pretty familiar with NGS. We did get positive feedback on our decision from Dan Thelander, who is
 one of the leading farmers in AZ.


-----Original Message-----
From: PerezSullivan, Margot
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:21 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Woo, Nancy
Cc: Drake, Kerry
Subject: RE: Information requested by Jared.


I will send on to Audrey and Nancy Woo.  He really doesn't need info on NGS...


Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149
C: 415.412.1115
E: perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov


-----Original Message-----
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Woo, Nancy; PerezSullivan, Margot
Cc: Drake, Kerry
Subject: FW: Information requested by Jared.


Am I supposed to be sending to you or someone else?  My sentences are below for NGS.


-----Original Message-----
From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2014 11:19 AM
To: Drake, Kerry
Subject: RE: Information requested by Jared.


Here are my sentences:  EPA just finalized our Regional Haze action for Navajo Generating Station. We finalized
 the Technical Working Group proposal which consists of a shutdown of one unit in 2019 and additional controls on
 the other two units in 2030.  This approach gets substantial emission reductions over time, but does not have a
 negative cost impact on the water settlements and water agreements that are currently in place for Arizona farmers
 and tribes.


-----Original Message-----
From: Drake, Kerry



















         
 















________________________________


________________________________


________________________________






























From: Lee, Anita
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS weekly entry
Date: Thursday, August 22, 2013 11:34:56 AM


Per Elizabeth’s request to update.
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS):  On August 22, OAR, OAQPS and Region 9 participated
 in a video conference with Governor Mendoza of the Gila River Indian Community to hear
 his views on the NGS BART Alternative submitted by the Technical Work Group. Governor
 Mendoza, a signatory on the Technical Work Group Agreement, urged EPA to consider the
 Alternative and provided suggestions regarding on-going consultation. Additionally, we
 received a letter dated August 19 from Hopi Chairman LeRoy Shingoitewa, who was not a
 participant in the Technical Work Group, expressing concerns with the Technical Work
 Group Alternative, Department of the Interior’s lack of consultation, and the potential adverse
 economic and health impacts of the Technical Work Group Alternative on the Hopi Tribe.
 (Contact: Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Thursday, August 22, 2013 11:25 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: NGS weekly entry
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS):  OAR, OAQPS and Region 9 will be participating in a
 video conference with Governor Mendoza of the Gila River Indian Community on August 22
 to hear his views on the NGS BART alternative submitted by the Salt River Project Technical
 Working Group. We also received a letter from Hopi, a tribe that was not a participant in the
 Working Group, expressing their views regarding the BART alternative. Their views were
 critical of the alternative and stating that it did not meet BART. (Contact: Colleen
 McKaughan, 520-498-0118)












Final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Navajo Generating Station (NGS): In early
 July, we will request the Administrator’s signature on a final action for the Best Available
 Retrofit Technology (BART) FIP for NGS. The FIP will require implementation of the
 “better than BART” alternative put forth by a diverse group of stakeholders known as the
 Technical Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the TWG alternative except
 for several environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree
 requirement to take final action. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov
 
 
 





















From: Lee, Anita
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Lakin, Matt; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS weekly
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:45:00 AM


Final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Navajo Generating Station (NGS): In early
 July, we will request the Administrator’s signature on a final action on the Best Available
 Retrofit Technology (BART) FIP for NGS. The FIP will require implementation of the
 “better than BART” Alternative put forth by a diverse group of stakeholders known as the
 Technical Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the TWG Alternative except
 for several environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree
 requirement to take final action. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan)


Thanks for sending me the example Niloufar!


_____________________________________________
From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NGS weekly


Final Regional Haze Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Arizona: By June 27, we will
 request the Administrator’s signature on a final action on the Regional Haze FIP for Arizona.
 The FIP will require additional controls from six sources that will reduce emissions and
 improve visibility. Our proposal was controversial with industry, the State, environmental
 groups and the federal land managers. The response to comments will be extensive. Final
 action is required by June 27, under the terms of a consent decree with the National Parks
 Conservation Association. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan)


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


_____________________________________________
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar







Subject: RE: NGS weekly


I assume then that there is also a weekly for AZ Haze? If so, Can you email it to me so that I
 can use it as a template? (wording re: administrator signature)


Thank u!


_____________________________________________
From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: NGS weekly
Importance: High


Hi there –


Not sure if you got word that someone put you down for doing an weekly for NGS. It
 is of course due yesterday.


The managers meeting got moved from Tues to Thurs this week so everyone is kind
 of late … Sorry.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov












Cc: Lyons, Ann; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: NGS weekly
 


 
 
 


 
_________________________________
Matthew Lakin, Ph.D. 
Manager, Air Planning Office 
US EPA, Region 9 (AIR-2) | 75 Hawthorne St. | San Francisco, CA 94105
P: 415.972.3851 | E: Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 3:47 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lakin, Matt
Cc: Lyons, Ann; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: RE: NGS weekly
 
How about this?
 
Final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Navajo Generating Station (NGS): In early
 July, we will be providing the final action for the Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART)
 FIP for NGS to Janet McCabe for review. The FIP will require implementation of the “better
 than BART” alternative put forth by a diverse group of stakeholders known as the Technical
 Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the TWG alternative except for several
 environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree requirement
 to take final action. We anticipate requesting Administrator signature in mid-July. (Contact:
 Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 11:51 AM
To: Lee, Anita; Glosson, Niloufar; Lakin, Matt
Cc: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Re: NGS weekly
 


 
 


From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 10:09:24 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lakin, Matt; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lyons, Ann







Subject: RE: NGS weekly


 
 
 
 


_____________________________________________
From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 10:05 AM
To: Lakin, Matt; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: NGS weekly


 


Final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Navajo Generating Station (NGS): In early
 July, we will request the Administrator’s signature on a final action for the Best Available
 Retrofit Technology (BART) FIP for NGS. The FIP will require implementation of the
 “better than BART” alternative put forth by a diverse group of stakeholders known as the
 Technical Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the TWG alternative except
 for several environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree
 requirement to take final action. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov












From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 1:58:00 PM


It sounds fine to me.  Thank you.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Would you like me to add anything else to the summary? Thank you!
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS): At the request of the National Parks Conservation Association, on
 April 25, the Regional Administrator and Region 9 staff spoke with representatives from six different
 environmental and Navajo non-governmental organizations about our determination of Best
 Available Retrofit Technology (BART) for NGS under the Regional Haze Rule. The representatives
 expressed their support for our proposed BART determination for NGS and indicated their
 opposition to our proposed approval of the Technical Work Group Alternative to BART. (Contact
 Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118 or Anita Lee 415-972-3958).
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 12:47 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
I would recommend that it be included.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Hi Debbie and Colleen,
 
Trina asked if we want to include the call in the weekly. Thoughts?
 
Thank you!
 


From: Martynowicz, Trina 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 11:34 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: NPCA
 
Would we want to include this call in the Weekly (aka would HQ want to know about it)?
 
If so can you please provide such by 3pm today? Thanks!
 







 
Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Administrator
Pacific Southwest Region 9
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
415-972-3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Martynowicz, Trina
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
 
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Here’s an updated paper with a summary of the proposals, and the list of participants.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 6:48 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: NPCA
 
Thank you. 
Is there already a summary of our proposal and supplemental proposal that I could give Jared to use
 as a reminder? Thanks. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:36:03 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NPCA
 
Hi, Debbie,
 
Anita put this together for tomorrow. Can you review and let us know if you think it will work for
 tomorrow’s call?  Thanks!


Colleen







 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Sure! Thanks Colleen! I am attaching a version with the call in number on it.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Paper looks good. Should I share with Debbie?
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 1:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Attached is a draft briefing paper. I can add the other participants, agenda, and call-in number once
 all that info comes in.
 
Please let me know if you have any edits.
 
Thank you!
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:38 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, that’s what I would plan on.
 


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, 11:30 is good.  I will plan to go up to Jared’s office with Debbie (assuming she is here).
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 







From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:32 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Can you join?
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:20 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
We’re on for 11:30 tomorrow.  Jared okayed it.  I will ask Abi to get a call-in number.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:55 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
It is Stephanie Kodish. I believe she is with NPCA , national office.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:47 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NPCA
 
I have moved the tentative meeting time to 11:30.   I’m just waiting to get in to see him to confirm. 
 What is the person’s name, in case he asks?  Thanks.
 








From: Lee, Anita
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 7:40:31 AM
Attachments: 2014 0425 Call with NPCA on NGS.docx


Here’s an updated paper with a summary of the proposals, and the list of participants.


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 6:48 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: NPCA


Thank you. 
Is there already a summary of our proposal and supplemental proposal that I could give Jared to use
 as a reminder? Thanks. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:36:03 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NPCA


Hi, Debbie,


Anita put this together for tomorrow. Can you review and let us know if you think it will work for
 tomorrow’s call?  Thanks!


Colleen


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA


Sure! Thanks Colleen! I am attaching a version with the call in number on it.


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA


Paper looks good. Should I share with Debbie?


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial release folder







From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 1:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Attached is a draft briefing paper. I can add the other participants, agenda, and call-in number once
 all that info comes in.
 
Please let me know if you have any edits.
 
Thank you!
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:38 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, that’s what I would plan on.
 


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, 11:30 is good.  I will plan to go up to Jared’s office with Debbie (assuming she is here).
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:32 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Can you join?
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:20 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
We’re on for 11:30 tomorrow.  Jared okayed it.  I will ask Abi to get a call-in number.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 







Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:55 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
It is Stephanie Kodish. I believe she is with NPCA , national office.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:47 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NPCA
 
I have moved the tentative meeting time to 11:30.   I’m just waiting to get in to see him to confirm. 
 What is the person’s name, in case he asks?  Thanks.
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: NPCA
Date: Friday, April 25, 2014 2:19:00 PM


Looks good to me. Thanks, Anita.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Would you like me to add anything else to the summary? Thank you!
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS): At the request of the National Parks Conservation Association, on
 April 25, the Regional Administrator and Region 9 staff spoke with representatives from six different
 environmental and Navajo non-governmental organizations about our determination of Best
 Available Retrofit Technology (BART) for NGS under the Regional Haze Rule. The representatives
 expressed their support for our proposed BART determination for NGS and indicated their
 opposition to our proposed approval of the Technical Work Group Alternative to BART. (Contact
 Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118 or Anita Lee 415-972-3958).
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 12:47 PM
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
I would recommend that it be included.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 12:45 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Hi Debbie and Colleen,
 
Trina asked if we want to include the call in the weekly. Thoughts?
 
Thank you!
 


From: Martynowicz, Trina 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 11:34 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: NPCA
 
Would we want to include this call in the Weekly (aka would HQ want to know about it)?
 
If so can you please provide such by 3pm today? Thanks!
 







 
Trina Martynowicz
Special Assistant to the Administrator
Pacific Southwest Region 9
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
415-972-3474
Martynowicz.Trina@epa.gov
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 9:29 AM
To: Martynowicz, Trina
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
 
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 7:40 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Here’s an updated paper with a summary of the proposals, and the list of participants.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2014 6:48 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Re: NPCA
 
Thank you. 
Is there already a summary of our proposal and supplemental proposal that I could give Jared to use
 as a reminder? Thanks. 


Deborah Jordan 
Director, Air Division 
EPA Region 9 
(415) 972-3133


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:36:03 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NPCA
 
Hi, Debbie,
 
Anita put this together for tomorrow. Can you review and let us know if you think it will work for
 tomorrow’s call?  Thanks!


Colleen







 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Sure! Thanks Colleen! I am attaching a version with the call in number on it.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Paper looks good. Should I share with Debbie?
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 1:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Attached is a draft briefing paper. I can add the other participants, agenda, and call-in number once
 all that info comes in.
 
Please let me know if you have any edits.
 
Thank you!
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:38 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, that’s what I would plan on.
 


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, 11:30 is good.  I will plan to go up to Jared’s office with Debbie (assuming she is here).
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 







From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:32 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Can you join?
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:20 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
We’re on for 11:30 tomorrow.  Jared okayed it.  I will ask Abi to get a call-in number.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:55 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
It is Stephanie Kodish. I believe she is with NPCA , national office.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:47 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NPCA
 
I have moved the tentative meeting time to 11:30.   I’m just waiting to get in to see him to confirm. 
 What is the person’s name, in case he asks?  Thanks.
 












Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Riha, Kristin
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 7:30:00 AM
Attachments: IMG_6924.JPG


 
 
 


 


From: Riha, Kristin 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 7:19 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out


 


 
 


  
  


Kristin Riha
U.S. EPA/OAQPS
Air Quality Policy Division, State and Local Programs Group
Email: riha.kristin@epa.gov
Phone: 919-541-2031


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 10:15 AM
To: Riha, Kristin
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out


 


Attachment deleted- not responsive


All Redactions:  Non-responsive; PII
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From: Riha, Kristin 
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 4:21 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out
 


K


 


Kristin Riha
U.S. EPA/OAQPS
Air Quality Policy Division, State and Local Programs Group
Email: riha.kristin@epa.gov
Phone: 919-541-2031
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
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 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet
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Martha H. Keating
Geographic Strategies Group
Air Quality Policy Division
Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards (C539-04)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711
(919) 541-9407
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce







 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet












From: Stewart, Lori
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 11:59:10 AM


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:43 PM
To: Stewart, Lori
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out


I agree—hopefully not too much longer….I’m good with this going out.


From: Stewart, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:32 PM
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:25 PM
To: Stewart, Lori
Subject: RE: OAR Shout Out


I added a paragraph at the end for context.  What do you think?


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal implementation plan or FIP)
 to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This
 action, under the CAA Regional Haze program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve
 visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce Canyon and
 the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports water movement to the Navajo Nation
 and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands, and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust
 responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive analysis and outreach
 with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests.  The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the
 Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including
 DOI’s Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service,
 NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but an alternative developed
 by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives from the Salt River Project, DOI, the Navajo
 Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an
 agreement that formed the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide lower lifetime emissions of
 NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi
 Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations, and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the
 Region 9 project lead, Anita Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past several years to
 implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we have approved state plans, but in a few
 situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant,
 which are both in Indian Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one
 example of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the requirements
 of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce pollution across the country by


All Redactions:  Non-responsive
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 thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet


 


 


 


From: Stewart, Lori 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 1:41 PM
To: McCabe, Janet
Cc: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Janet, I changed the first word to “yesterday” but if this goes out after today, we can change it back to “Monday.”  I’ll
 leave the redline in your in-box for your reference.


 


************************************************************************************************


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal implementation plan or FIP)
 to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This
 action, under the CAA Regional Haze program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve
 visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce Canyon and
 the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports water movement to the Navajo Nation
 and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands, and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust
 responsibilities are implicated.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I have ever been involved with.


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive analysis and outreach
 with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests.  The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the
 Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including
 DOI’s Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service,
 NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but an alternative developed
 by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives from the Salt River Project, DOI, the Navajo
 Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an
 agreement that formed the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide lower lifetime emissions of
 NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi
 Reservations, held 50 tribal consultations, and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9
 project lead, Anita Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR contributed to the success of this effort. 


Janet
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From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet




















 NREL Phase 2 or the TWG agreement; but need to be able to explain what it IS  I agreed to work with David Palumbo and Steve Lindenberg to draft a definition for the workgroup to react to
 We hope to get this agreed to by everyone before the February outreach


 
EIS


-          Public EIS process will start in February  DOI will give us all a heads up ahead of time and send us their working schedule on the EIS
 
There are 2 new clean energy on tribal land groups, one of feds and one of not-feds+NREL


-          Secretary Jewell and Secretary Moniz (apparently after a conversation with Administrator McCarthy and Secretary Vilsack) have formed a tribal energy subgroup of the [I think a WH group
 on Tribal issues but didn t apparently write down the name]  The goal is to support clean energy for Tribes, and they intend to focus first on AZ  They are planning to invite us and Agriculture
 to join the subgroup  We ll need to figure out what that might entail and how to participate


-          There is a group of environmental (EDF, WRA, Grand Canyon Trust), educational (NAU), and power organizations (Western Area Power Administration) and NREL also getting together to
 develop a strategy for how they think DOI should implement all its TWG commitments to encourage clean power  They may go broader than that too – it s not clear  And to my knowledge
 this group doesn t have a name yet  Also, Tracy LeBeau from DOE is now detailed to WAPA


 
Tamara
 
















Colleen
 
 
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 1:01 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Marincola, JamesPaul; Hood, Timonie; Stollman, Scott; McKaughan, Colleen;
 Harris-Bishop, Rusty
Cc: Zito, Kelly
Subject: OCIR Request for Anything "Hot" Going on in Nevada or Arizona
Importance: High
 
Please see attached note/request from OCIR’s Andrea Barbery regarding anything hot in
 Nevada or Arizona.
 
It is not a call-memo but rather a request to see if we want to share a few sentences on any hot
 topics in either of those States.
 
Rusty – Should we include anything brief on Eureka for Nevada?
 
Colleen – Not sure if there is any hot air topic in Arizona other than NGS which I am sure the
 Deputy Administrator is well versed in. Let me know if you can think of anything else.
 
Thanks in advance for any ideas or suggestions you send my way.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 10:42 AM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Anything "hot" going on in Nevada or Arizona?
 
Hi Brent,
 
The Deputy Administrator is going to meet with the ECOS Executive Committee and Officers next


 Tuesday, Dec. 10th.  He will be flying in and out of Chicago on the same day, and will have an hour
 with the Executive Committee and an hour with the Officers.  Given that they have a full agenda,
 and he will be in and out, I doubt that any of the commissioners will have a chance to pull him
 aside.  But just in case, I wanted to check with you to see if there was anything major going on in
 Arizona or Nevada that the Deputy wouldn’t already know about, as both Henry Darwin and Colleen
 Cripps will be there. 
 
If there is something recent, could you please send a bullet or two for the briefing form?  (And, to be
 clear, this is not a call for the usual in-depth description of “hot topics” that I think usually goes out







 before the annual meeting. Really we are just looking for a sentence or two.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 
 

























 House Appropriations Committee, and Senate Appropriations Committee. I apologize in
 advance for the very short turn-around on this request as noted below. As the Call Memo
 describes, HQ Budget Office may ask for additional fact sheets for other hearings not yet
 scheduled.


I have identified for each of these Committees the Region IX Members of Congress and
 potential issues for which we may wish to prepare fact sheets for or other “Hot Issues” in their
 respective Districts. I have put a link to their Congressional District so you can see the
 geographical areas they represent. I have added a few suggested issues in the right hand
 column, but you can decide whether you wish to submit fact sheets on those or other issues
 you feel are most relevant.


HQ Budget Office is requesting that we submit all Region IX Fact Sheets by the requested due
 date of Tuesday, February 25, 2014.


Ø  Attachment “A” provides the requested Fact Sheet Template (Note: If the Resources
 Table is not applicable or relevant to question be addressed, the table can be deleted
 from Fact Sheet)


Ø  All Regional Fact Sheets need to be reviewed and approved by the Regional
 Administrator prior to submittal to HQ. To meet the HQ requested deadline of
 submittal by Tuesday, February 25th , please send all Fact Sheets to Brent Maier by
 COB Monday, February 24th  to provide time to compile and submit to Front Office
 for RA approval.







Please give me a call if you have questions or need any additional information. Thanks in
 advance for your assistance with this budget hearing request.  
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Lindo, Talitha 
Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2014 12:29 PM
To: OCFO-SBO; OCFO-Regional-Comptroller; RCL's; PADs and Alternates; Baylson, Joshua
Cc: OCFO-OB; OCFO-SBO-STAFF; Froehlich, Maryann; Bloom, David; Walsh, Ed; Blizzard, James; Vaught,
 Laura; Distefano, Nichole; Baylson, Joshua; Terris, Carol
Subject: FY 2015 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings - Fact Sheets
 
Good afternoon All,


Please see the attached memo and the following attachments outlining the request for FY 2015
 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings Fact Sheets.  


If you have any questions regarding this memorandum or require additional information, please
 contact your Media Analyst or Talitha Lindo at 202-564-3964.
 
Talitha Lindo
Program Analyst
OCFO Office of Budget
Formulation Team







202-564-3964
 
 
 
 
                                     
















 Administrator prior to submittal to HQ. To meet the HQ requested deadline of
 submittal by Tuesday, February 25th , please send all Fact Sheets to Brent Maier by
 COB Monday, February 24th  to provide time to compile and submit to Front Office
 for RA approval.


House Energy and Commerce Full Committee & Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Scheduled for March 25, 2014 at 10:00am with Administrator as Witness







 
Please give me a call if you have questions or need any additional information. Thanks in
 advance for your assistance with this budget hearing request.  
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Lindo, Talitha 
Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2014 12:29 PM
To: OCFO-SBO; OCFO-Regional-Comptroller; RCL's; PADs and Alternates; Baylson, Joshua
Cc: OCFO-OB; OCFO-SBO-STAFF; Froehlich, Maryann; Bloom, David; Walsh, Ed; Blizzard, James; Vaught,
 Laura; Distefano, Nichole; Baylson, Joshua; Terris, Carol
Subject: FY 2015 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings - Fact Sheets
 
Good afternoon All,


Please see the attached memo and the following attachments outlining the request for FY 2015
 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings Fact Sheets.  


If you have any questions regarding this memorandum or require additional information, please
 contact your Media Analyst or Talitha Lindo at 202-564-3964.
 
Talitha Lindo
Program Analyst
OCFO Office of Budget
Formulation Team
202-564-3964
 
 
 
 
                                     












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Maier, Brent; Lee, Anita
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: Question and Response Regarding Gov. Jan Brewer Letter - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA


 to Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
Date: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 1:03:00 PM


Yes, sounds like that is what we will have to do and that approach sounds fine.
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 1:55 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Question and Response Regarding Gov. Jan Brewer Letter - Incoming Letter to EPA
 Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS)
 
Colleen/Anita –
 
As you can see below, Jack Bowles, Director of State and Local Relations in OCIR sent me a
 response regarding my question on the Gov. Jan Brewer letter. Perhaps we can put together a
 short response acknowledging receipt and indicating we will consider along with all other
 comments received in our formal rulemaking process. Let me know if you are fine with this
 approach.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Bowles, Jack 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 12:39 PM
To: Maier, Brent; Lewis, Josh
Subject: RE: Question Regarding Gov. Jan Brewer Letter - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging
 EPA to Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
 
Hi Brent,
 
We normally respond to Governors’ letters even when we are in the public comment period, and
 that fact alone means we should respond to Gov. Brewer’s letter unless there is some other
 compelling reason.  Also, I am not clear on the rationale for reassigning the lead to OAR.  Wouldn’t
 the region have the most information on this issue? Of course OAR would review but it still seems
 R9 would be the lead.  Thanks.
 
Jack Bowles
Director of State & Local Relations
U.S. EPA
202-564-3657
 







 
 
 
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Lewis, Josh; Bowles, Jack
Subject: Question Regarding Gov. Jan Brewer Letter - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA
 to Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS) 
Importance: High
 
Josh/Jack –
 
Colleen McKaughan, Associate Director in our Air Division called me regarding the attached
 letter from Gov. Jan Brewer that I sent to her. Colleen indicated that since we are in an open
 public comment period, the incoming letter from the Governor should be treated as a
 comment letter and not necessarily responded to, since all we would be able to say is thank
 you for your letter and that it will be considered in our formal rulemaking process. EPA has
 received tons of letters expressing opinions which we are not responding to.
 
Colleen’s preference would be to not have to respond to this letter, but wanted to check with
 both of you to get your thoughts. If a response does need to go out, could we get this letter re-
controlled back to HQ and not have it assigned to R9? Please give me a call to discuss or if
 you have any questions.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 8:33 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Yogi, David; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Gaudario,
 Abigail
Subject: Gov. Jan Brewer - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the Technical
 Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS) 
Importance: High
 
All –
 
Please find attached a new incoming letter to EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy urging EPA
 to adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART rule for Navajo Generating Station.
 
Ø  Please note that EPA Region IX is being asked to prepare a draft response for signature


 by Administrator Gina McCarthy. Draft letter will need to be reviewed and concurred
 on up through and including the Regional Administrator before sending final draft
 back to HQ for final review and signature by Administrator Gina McCarthy.


 







Final Draft Response with RA Concurrence Due Date: Friday, November 15, 2013.
 
I will prepare a Congressional yellow folder for this new incoming letter.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 

















From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-14-000-2264
Date: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 12:47:00 PM


That’s a good suggestion. They don’t read the letters but they might notice a docket number.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 1:43 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-14-000-2264
 
Awesome, thanks Colleen! Maybe we can suggest to them that anything with a docket number
 should not get controlled?
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 12:40 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley; Kwok, Frances
Cc: Cachuela, Liberty; Gaudario, Abigail; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-14-000-2264
 
This is a comment letter on Navajo Generating Station. Since we are still in the public comment
 period these letters should not be controlled for an individual response. We will put it in the docket
 and respond to it when we respond to all the others. If you get additional comment letters on
 Navajo Generating Station, they should be treated as comments not controlled correspondence.
 
I spoke to HQ about this same issue and they were willing to decontrol letters like this one. 
 


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 1:34 PM
To: Kwok, Frances
Cc: Cachuela, Liberty; Gaudario, Abigail; Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Red Folder AX-14-000-2264
 
This is one that Colleen usually pushes back on.  We will get back to you, after we hear from Colleen.
 


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street







San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143
 


From: Kwok, Frances 
Sent: Wednesday, December 04, 2013 12:22 PM
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Cachuela, Liberty; Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Red Folder AX-14-000-2264
 
Ceciley,
 
ORA received the attached AX-14-000-2264. The subject is TWG BART Proposal. The due
 date is December 18, 2013.
 
Thanks,
 
 
Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov
 
















 before the annual meeting. Really we are just looking for a sentence or two.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Region IX Hot Topic Bullets for National Governors Meeting and Western Governors Association Breakfast


 Meeting
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 11:01:00 AM


We would love to have you but I’m just not sensing a lot of interest in these hearings.  If you know of
 Congressionals who are coming, I can look for them.


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 11:57 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Region IX Hot Topic Bullets for National Governors Meeting and Western Governors
 Association Breakfast Meeting


Thank you for your note. Hope the upcoming public hearings go well and sorry that I am not
 able to join you. I really enjoyed the NGS hearings and look forward to helping out again
 when I can.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 10:55 AM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Region IX Hot Topic Bullets for National Governors Meeting and Western Governors
 Association Breakfast Meeting


Very nice, Brent!


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 11:52 AM
To: Barbery, Andrea; Bowles, Jack; Rupp, Mark
Cc: Ryerson.Teddy; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; McKaughan, Colleen; Johnson, AudreyL;
 Marincola, JamesPaul; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean;
 PerezSullivan, Margot; Hanf, Lisa
Subject: Region IX Hot Topic Bullets for National Governors Meeting and Western Governors Association
 Breakfast Meeting


Andrea –
In response to your request for Hot Topic bullets for the upcoming National Governors
 Association and Western Governors Association breakfast meeting, please find the Region IX
 submittals for the following list of Governors you identified as confirmed for this meeting. I
 have also attached an October 2013 letter from Governor Brian Sandoval to RA Jared
 Blumenfeld.
Region IX:
Gov. Janice Brewer (Arizona)
Gov. Mark Sandoval (Nevada)


All redactions:  Non-responsive



















Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2014 2:51 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Abrams, Dan; Sebastian, Chris; Shore, Berry; Miller, Linda; Wise,
 Allison; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto, Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood,
 MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Schuster, Cindy
Cc: Bowles, Jack
Subject: Please send Hot Topics for National Governors Association meeting
 
Hello Regional Intergovernmental Liaisons,
 
As part of the events related to the upcoming National Governors Association meeting (Feb.
 21 - 24), the Administrator has agreed to participate in a number of events, during which
 she’ll have many opportunities to mingle with the governors of your states:
 
On Saturday, Feb. 22, she will be holding “office hours” at the NGA meeting hotel.  9
 governors have signed up to discuss various issues with her.  As those topics roll in, I’ll be
 sure to touch base with you (in the respective Regions) to help me pull together some briefing
 materials.  I hope to have topics from the governors’ offices no later than Thursday of this
 week, so please keep an eye out for that.
 
On Sunday, Feb. 23, the Administrator will be hosting a breakfast for the Western Governors
 Association.  13 governors have RSVP’ed, as well as the Secretaries of Energy, Agriculture,
 and Interior.  This will be a very loose discussion; I have already reached out to the Regions







 affected – and thanks again, to you, who are pulling together those states’ Hot Topics!
 
On Monday, Feb. 24, the Administrator will be heading over to the White House with the
 governors to meet with White House staff – and probably do a lot of mingling.  It’s hard to
 say who will approach her at this event, but we do want to be prepared, so…
 
…Please send a short list of Hot Topics for your states, by Tuesday, Feb. 18.  As there are
 56 states and territories, I implore you (on behalf of the Administrator) to keep them brief! 
 Each bullet should be 1-2 sentences, if possible, and only the high-level items that a Governor
 might bring up.  For your reference, here’s an example from the last Hot Topics document we
 prepared:   
 


Arizona
·         Navajo Generating Station: The close of the public comment period on NGS
 is Jan. 6, 2014. Governor Brewer sent a letter to the Administrator on Oct. 21
 supporting the TWG Alternative. 


Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397












From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: Maier, Brent
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: RE: Reminder: Due COB Friday, March 14th - Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS


 Meeting
Date: Friday, March 14, 2014 2:31:49 PM
Attachments: ECOS 2014 rev 4.docx


Hi Brent,


Please find attached Air Division’s hot topic bullets for the ECOS meeting. Let me know if
 you have any questions.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 2:20 PM
To: Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; Scott, Jeff; Diamond, Jane; Moyer, Robert; Johnson,
 Kathleen; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Lindsay, Nancy;
 Adams, Elizabeth; McCarroll, John; Woo, Nancy; Kemmerer, John; John, Steven
Cc: Johnson, AudreyL; Stollman, Scott; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Glosson, Niloufar; Zito,
 Kelly; Keener, Bill; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Ryerson.Teddy; Martynowicz,
 Trina; Strauss, Alexis
Subject: Reminder: Due COB Friday, March 14th - Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for
 Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High


Reminder: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting


Hot Topic Bullets Request for California for ECOS Meeting: Divisions are requested to submit
 their Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California as well as any updates for
 the Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands which will be
 compiled and sent to the Front Office for their review early Monday morning so that we can
 finalize and send to OCIR by COB Monday, March 17th.


Please see attached for additional details regarding this request.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 3:16 PM
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To: Jordan, Deborah; Manzanilla, Enrique; Scott, Jeff; Diamond, Jane; Moyer, Robert; Johnson,
 Kathleen; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Schultz, Frances; Barhite, Steven; Lindsay, Nancy;
 Adams, Elizabeth; McCarroll, John; Woo, Nancy; Kemmerer, John; John, Steven
Cc: Johnson, AudreyL; Stollman, Scott; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Glosson, Niloufar; Zito,
 Kelly; Keener, Bill; Yogi, David; Higuchi, Dean; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High
 
Dear Colleagues:
 
Please see attached note below from Andrea Barbery in OCIR and her request for Hot Topic
 bullets for our Region IX States. Since we just went through this exercise for the National
 Governor and Western Governor’s meeting In DC, the attached document includes what
 Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands.
 
Ø  Please feel free to update any of the previous Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific


 Islands Hot Topic bullets for Region IX included in the attached document on pages
 13 – 16 if needed, or if you wish to add any new bullets for those States, you are
 welcome to do that as well.  


 
Ø  What we now need is to request Hot Topic bullets for California since ECOS will


 be in California and Secretary Rodriquez will be attending and Governor Jerry
 Brown will be giving a keynote address on April 1st. Please remember that all we
 need is 2 – 3 sentences per Hot Topic bullet. We do not need extensive write-ups.
 Please see attached document as a template for what we are looking for.


 
Please provide me your Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California as
 well as any updates for the Hot Topic bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific
 Islands and I will compile and send to the Front Office for their review early Monday
 morning so that we can finalize and send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
 
Good afternoon!
 
Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend
 events, another meeting looms on the horizon…
 
ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2,







 2014.  I am pleased to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or
 DRAs, as well as a hearty group of senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy
 Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics. 
 Fortunately, thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work
 behind us, with just a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info
 in the attached, and let me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during
 the last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397












Clancy


Clancy Tenley


Assistant Director


Superfund Division


(415)972-3785


_____________________________________________
From: Myers, Robert
Sent: Friday, October 25, 2013 12:46 PM
To: Tames, Pam; Neumann, Jane; Turner, LaDonna; Moutoux, Nicole
Cc: Tenley, Clancy; Dailey, Anne; Sims, JaniceHQ
Subject: FW: Request for HOT TOPICS - White House Tribal Nations Conference- DUE Wednesday,
 October 30th


_____________________________________________
From: Sims, JaniceHQ
Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2013 5:30 PM
To: Barrows, Judy; Cooke, Maryt; Dailey, Anne; Hagan, Lela; Hawkins, Tonya; Katonica, Kim; Knighton,
 Erin; Lentz, Rachel; Lienesch, William; Lung, Tai; Minter, Marsha; Myers, Robert; Nichols, Nick; Rafferty,







 Kathy; Reddoor, Charles; Roepe, Wayne; Roy, Denise
Subject: Request for HOT TOPICS - White House Tribal Nations Conference- DUE Wednesday, October
 30th







Janice


Janice Sims, QEP


on detail to


OSWER's Innovation Partnership and Communication Office


1200 Penn Ave, NW 5105 T


Washington, DC 20460


(202) 566-2892





















From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting
Date: Friday, March 14, 2014 10:51:00 AM
Attachments: ECOS 2014 rev 3.docx


I included a few edits.  Take a look.


I also have Kevin Culligan of OAR, who is directly involved in the HECO issue, looking to see whether
 the response was sent.  I asked him to get back to me ASAP. 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2014 9:16 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: FW: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting


Hi Debbie,


I am attaching our updated hot topic bullets for the ECOS meeting.  We updated the items
 that are shown in red below.
I am still trying to find out about the Governor Abercrombie letter but if not, we can send as
 is, or should I take it out?


Please let me know if you have any questions or edits. This is due by COB today to Brent.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov
From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 8:56 PM
To: Machol, Ben; Saracino, Ray; Nudd, Gregory; Lakin, Matt; Vagenas, Ginger; Kurpius, Meredith;
 Bohnenkamp, Carol
Cc: Drake, Kerry; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Adams, Elizabeth; Jordan, Deborah; Rios, Gerardo
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for California for Upcoming ECOS Meeting 
Importance: High


All –
We are being asked for hot topics for the upcoming ECOS meeting. We recently pulled
 together the bullets below for the National Governors Association meeting.  We do need to
 add/edit some topics.  The items in red are either new topics or ones we need to update.
 Please look for your name and update as necessary. If there are other topics you think we
 should add or update, please do so.


Note that we need about two sentences for each topic. I need to forward everything to OPA by
 March 14 so please get back to me by COB Thursday, March 13.


Thank you.


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. All redactions: not 
responsive















 morning so that we can finalize and send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
 
Good afternoon!
 
Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend
 events, another meeting looms on the horizon…
 
ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2,
 2014.  I am pleased to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or
 DRAs, as well as a hearty group of senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy
 Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics. 
 Fortunately, thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work
 behind us, with just a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info
 in the attached, and let me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during
 the last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397












From: Vagenas, Ginger
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Maier, Brent; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September 15 - 17 in Santa


 Fe
Date: Tuesday, August 26, 2014 7:41:44 AM


I do not have any edits to Colleen’s write-ups of the Hayden lead and Phoenix ozone redesignation
 actions.


Thanks -


Ginger L. Vagenas
U.S. EPA, Region 9 | Air Planning Office (AIR-2)
75 Hawthorne Street | San Francisco, CA 94105
415.972.3964 | vagenas.ginger@epa.gov


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Maier, Brent; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on
 September 15 - 17 in Santa Fe


Hi, Brent,


Here are my updates in red . Anita, Ginger and Tom might want to edit these further. In most cases
 we have a signature date but the action hasn’t been published yet, but that could change in the
 next few days/weeks. If so, we should put in the publication date.


Colleen


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Johnson, AudreyL; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Stollman, Scott; Hanf,
 Lisa
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Higuchi, Dean; Skadowski, Suzanne; PerezSullivan, Margot; Mogharabi,
 Nahal; Barbery, Andrea; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September
 15 - 17 in Santa Fe
Importance: High


Division Liaisons –


Please see the following request received today for Hot Topic Bullets from Andrea Barbery in
 OCIR in preparation for the Administrator participation at the upcoming ECOS meeting. I
 have also attached below the last set of Hot Topic Bullets submitted to Andrea on May 30th


 prepared for the Western Governors’ Association meeting. Please take a look at what we


Deleted pages 3-11 of this email chain: duplicate







 previously submitted and edit, revise, or add any new topics you feel should be included. I am
 only sending this request to the Division Liaisons and hope you can work with your Program
 contacts on this request.


Andrea is requesting we submit our Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, September 3rd,
 so if I could request that you all send me your Division Hot Topics by COB September 2nd,
 which will allow me time to compile and share with the Front Office for final review before I
 send to Andrea. Thanks in advance for your help with this request.


- Brent


_ _ _ _


Good morning,


In preparation for the Administrator’s participation in the ECOS Fall meeting (Sept. 15-17),
 please send a short summary of your Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, Sept. 3. 


Please see the example, below, for format and brevity – we are really trying to keep this thing
 short! 1-2 sentences per bullet is much appreciated.


Let me know if you have any questions, or if there is anything I can do to help your
 RAs/DRAs prepare for this meeting.


Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:44 AM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Bowles, Jack; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Stollman, Scott;
 Hood, Timonie; McKaughan, Colleen; Hanf, Lisa; Johnson, AudreyL; Higuchi, Dean
Subject: Region IX - Hot Topic Bullets for Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, CNMI, and
 American Samoa for Western Governors’ Association Meeting on June 10, 2014


Andrea –


In response to your request of May 22nd for Hot Topic bullets for the upcoming Western












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Maier, Brent; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September 15 - 17 in Santa


 Fe
Date: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:38:00 PM


We have finalized quite a few actions in the last few months so I knew updates would be necessary. I
 have to do something similar for our end of year report, so this helps me shorten the descriptions.


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:19 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on
 September 15 - 17 in Santa Fe


Colleen –


Thank you for the updates. I will await any further updates from Anita, Ginger, and Tom
 before finalizing next week. I wish everyone was as responsive to these requests as you
 always are.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Maier, Brent; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on
 September 15 - 17 in Santa Fe


Hi, Brent,


Here are my updates in red . Anita, Ginger and Tom might want to edit these further. In most cases
 we have a signature date but the action hasn’t been published yet, but that could change in the
 next few days/weeks. If so, we should put in the publication date.


Colleen


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Johnson, AudreyL; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Stollman, Scott; Hanf,
 Lisa
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Higuchi, Dean; Skadowski, Suzanne; PerezSullivan, Margot; Mogharabi,
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 Nahal; Barbery, Andrea; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September
 15 - 17 in Santa Fe
Importance: High


Division Liaisons –


Please see the following request received today for Hot Topic Bullets from Andrea Barbery in
 OCIR in preparation for the Administrator participation at the upcoming ECOS meeting. I
 have also attached below the last set of Hot Topic Bullets submitted to Andrea on May 30th


 prepared for the Western Governors’ Association meeting. Please take a look at what we
 previously submitted and edit, revise, or add any new topics you feel should be included. I am
 only sending this request to the Division Liaisons and hope you can work with your Program
 contacts on this request.


Andrea is requesting we submit our Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, September 3rd,
 so if I could request that you all send me your Division Hot Topics by COB September 2nd,
 which will allow me time to compile and share with the Front Office for final review before I
 send to Andrea. Thanks in advance for your help with this request.


- Brent


_ _ _ _


Good morning,


In preparation for the Administrator’s participation in the ECOS Fall meeting (Sept. 15-17),
 please send a short summary of your Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, Sept. 3. 


Please see the example, below, for format and brevity – we are really trying to keep this thing
 short! 1-2 sentences per bullet is much appreciated.


Let me know if you have any questions, or if there is anything I can do to help your
 RAs/DRAs prepare for this meeting.


Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256












From: Lee, Anita
To: Maier, Brent; McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September 15 - 17 in Santa


 Fe
Date: Tuesday, August 26, 2014 8:12:47 AM


Hi Brent,


The NGS summary that Colleen included looks good to me. I don’t have any edits.


Thanks!
Anita


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:19 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on
 September 15 - 17 in Santa Fe


Colleen –


Thank you for the updates. I will await any further updates from Anita, Ginger, and Tom
 before finalizing next week. I wish everyone was as responsive to these requests as you
 always are.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 2:16 PM
To: Maier, Brent; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Vagenas, Ginger; Webb, Thomas
Subject: RE: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on
 September 15 - 17 in Santa Fe


Hi, Brent,


Here are my updates in red . Anita, Ginger and Tom might want to edit these further. In most cases
 we have a signature date but the action hasn’t been published yet, but that could change in the
 next few days/weeks. If so, we should put in the publication date.


Colleen


From: Maier, Brent 
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Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Johnson, AudreyL; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Stollman, Scott; Hanf,
 Lisa
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Higuchi, Dean; Skadowski, Suzanne; PerezSullivan, Margot; Mogharabi,
 Nahal; Barbery, Andrea; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September
 15 - 17 in Santa Fe
Importance: High


Division Liaisons –


Please see the following request received today for Hot Topic Bullets from Andrea Barbery in
 OCIR in preparation for the Administrator participation at the upcoming ECOS meeting. I
 have also attached below the last set of Hot Topic Bullets submitted to Andrea on May 30th


 prepared for the Western Governors’ Association meeting. Please take a look at what we
 previously submitted and edit, revise, or add any new topics you feel should be included. I am
 only sending this request to the Division Liaisons and hope you can work with your Program
 contacts on this request.


Andrea is requesting we submit our Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, September 3rd,
 so if I could request that you all send me your Division Hot Topics by COB September 2nd,
 which will allow me time to compile and share with the Front Office for final review before I
 send to Andrea. Thanks in advance for your help with this request.


- Brent


_ _ _ _


Good morning,


In preparation for the Administrator’s participation in the ECOS Fall meeting (Sept. 15-17),
 please send a short summary of your Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, Sept. 3. 


Please see the example, below, for format and brevity – we are really trying to keep this thing
 short! 1-2 sentences per bullet is much appreciated.


Let me know if you have any questions, or if there is anything I can do to help your
 RAs/DRAs prepare for this meeting.


Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
















 at.  I’ve explained to Andrea that Jared is out next week in D.C., but that we’d give them an update on
 revising the letter as soon as we can.
 
Thanks!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Yogi, David
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for moving this letter through concurrence on the R9 side.  On the OCIR side, my management
 would like us to make our response to the Governor a bit more – well, responsive.  I know that there
 is little we can say about this rule, due to where it is in the rulemaking process.  Because I am new
 here and totally unfamiliar with the BART rule, I worked with some folks in OAR to see if they could
 add some NGS-specific language.  Please take a look at this draft and let me know what you think.
 
Please know that my comment (the second one) isn’t a request to R9 to answer these specific
 questions; I was just brainstorming on other ways we could add details about what happened in
 those hearings, what people said, the level of outreach, etc.  (My contacts in OAR can’t add this text,
 obviously, as they were not there!) If not, that is fine – I think OAR’s edits (with the personal touch
 and all) will satisfy OCIR managers.  And by all means, if these ideas spark any other details you think
 the Governor would be interested in (and that we can share publicly) – please add them in, too!
 
Sorry to send this back your way right before the holiday.  We can discuss next week.  Until then,
 Happy Thanksgiving and Happy Hanukkah!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:17 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 







Hi Andrea,
No, no.  Not at all.  I’ve been waiting for this concurrence note for some time and was glad to get it
 back to you.  My sincere apologies for the delayed response; we tried getting the buck slip back to
 you all ASAP, but with the Administrator’s visit last week, senior management was pretty tied up. 
 Thanks!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:15 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Thanks, David!  Sorry I hope we were not bombarding you from all sides.  I didn’t realize others here
 had also asked you this question.  Thanks!!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:13 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Lewis, Josh; Bowles, Jack; Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
Please find attached both the signed buck slip and final letter (w/R9’s edits).  I sent this forward to
 both Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles this morning.  My apologies for not sending to you earlier!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Yogi, David







Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
I got an out-of-office message from Brent and was wondering if you or someone else in your office
 could help me track this governors’ correspondence?
 
AL-14-000-0853 – Urging EPA to allow an alternative to the BART rule for the Navajo Generating
 Station
 
I have attached the letter and the CMS control sheet.  Last I heard from Brent, it was with your CoS… 
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent –
 
Hope you had a great weekend!
 
Any word back on this??
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:07 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Andrea –
 
The final draft is with our Chief of Staff. I am checking on the latest and will let you know what
 I hear. Thanks.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 







From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent,
 
I’m going through the list of Governor’s correspondence and noticed one in Region 9 that I wanted to
 check in with you on.  Attached is a letter from Gov. Brewer dated Oct. 21, 2013, regarding the
 Navajo Generating Station.  Also attached is a PDF of the control slip.  Can you help me track the
 status of this response letter?  (I don’t see a draft response in CMS.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 
















As Courtney mentioned, the fact sheets require a quick turnaround and we need edits back to us by


 noon on Tuesday, March 18th.
 
Thanks, and please let us know if you have any questions.
 
- Steve
 
 


From: Hyde, Courtney 
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 10:34 AM
To: Shaw, Betsy; Powers, Tom; Niebling, William; Stewart, Lori; Goffman, Joseph; McCabe, Janet
Cc: Salgado, Omayra; Lubetsky, Jonathan; Wolfe, Michael; LaRue, Steven
Subject: Review of the FY 15 Appropriation Fact Sheets for the Administrator Briefing Book
 
Janet, Betsy, Tom, Joe, Lori and William,
 
Now that the FY 15 President’s Budget has been submitted to the Appropriations
 Committees, we are now getting ready for the appropriations hearings
 scheduled for the end of March.  Just to give you a heads up, we will be
 sending you fact sheets to be used in the Administrator’s briefing book for
 your review.  We plan on sending documents your way starting this Friday. 
 The fact sheets require a quick turnaround and we need edits back to us by
 noon on Tuesday, March 18th.  We are still awaiting final hearing logistics
 from OCFO.  As of now, OCFO expects that the Administrator will be attending
 the hearings herself but it is unclear whether or not the AAs will be
 expected to attend. Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
 
Thanks
Courtney
 












From: McCabe, Janet
To: Powers, Tom
Subject: RE: Schedule choices: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.
Date: Friday, January 03, 2014 6:34:00 AM


Yes, please   I d like to have you at the WH meeting as the senior OAR representative   Thanks   So many choices…


From: Powers, Tom 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 9:21 AM
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Schedule choices: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.


Hi, Janet –


The DOE meeting (“White House Energy Subgroup”) now conflicts with the year-end priorities meeting with Bob next Wednesday   I assume you would prefer I go to the DOE meeting, correct?  One
 of them may move by the time next week rolls around, but in case nothing does…


Let me know if you have any different thoughts   Thanks


Tom


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2014 8:39 AM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Re: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.


Tom and Tamara


DOE has moved this meeting to 2 00 on January 8  Let me know if you can make it  I will forward the invite to you and we can sit down and chat on it on the 6th  ll have office reps on by phone but
 would appreciate your presence at the meeting if possible  Its very early stages and will run the gamut of many energy issues and look at funding issues as well  DOE is well aware of our lack of
 funding opportunities but it will be good to hear what exists from the other agencies


Looking forward to hopefully working with you on this  


Pat


From: McCabe, Janet
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 7:25:07 PM
To: Childers, Pat; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: RE: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup


Thanks, Pat—that sounds good


From: Childers, Pat 
Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2014 10:03 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Shaw, Betsy; DeMocker, Jim
Subject: OAR representation on Whitehouse Ehergy Subgroup.


Happy New Year – Janet, Tom Tamara and Betsy and Jim


DOE has moved forward with setting up an interagency meeting to begin discussions on the Whitehouse NAAC Energy Subgroup.


As Janet noted I previously recommended having an OAP and OAQPS lead on the group, based on the below perhaps, Tom, Tamara and myself can attend the kick
 off meeting (with call ins from OAP and OAQPS if possible) and figure out future staffing after that.


I have attached the previous background document on this and have requested to see if there is new info being pulled together.


Janet and Betsy – this is on the same day as the NTC meeting with Janet which starts at 11:00 I believe.  I can meet you at Potomac Yard following this
 meeting, but I think you all will be in good shape for that meeting and Laura will be in town.


____________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
This note serves to confirm that the interagency meeting of DOE, DOI, USDA, and EPA to discuss the WH NAAC Energy Subgroup:


When:  Wednesday January 8, 2014 from 10:00 am to 11:30 am


Where:  US Department of Energy Headquarters, 1000 Independence Ave, SW, Washington, DC 20585
 ROOM 5E-081


Conference Call-in Number:  Will be provided upon rsvp and sent by email. 


*** Please RSVP (send to albert petrasek@hq doe gov and Jorge mariani@hq doe gov) and send names of those individuals from DOI who will be attending in
 person to assist with clearance at security.  Conference call-in line will be provided for those that have rsvp'd.


In the meantime, please contact Brandt Petrasek (albert.petrasek@hq.doe.gov) or by phone at 202 586 4818.


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Saturday, December 21, 2013 7:01 PM
To: Powers, Tom; Saltman, Tamara; Childers, Pat; Shaw, Betsy
Subject: Re: summary of interagency NGS meeting


Thanks, this is a great summary


Pat childers sent a separate note on the tribal energy subcommittee to betsy and me asking for advice in staffing it and suggesting OAP and/or OAQPS people  To the extent it's focused on AZ and
 renewables, as these notes indiacte, you guys ought to be plugged in--I'm cc'ing Pat so he's aware, and will also foirwward Pat's note to tamara and tom


From: Powers, Tom
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:21:50 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McCabe, Janet
Subject: RE: summary of interagency NGS meeting


Tamara –


Excellent summary of yesterday s meeting   I think you accurately captured all the high points, with the possible addition of the EIS schedule showing completion in December, 2017   (A long way out
 there)







I would be happy to provide input/comment when you start working on the “what IS the roadmap?” project   Let me know how I can be helpful


Tom


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 11:04 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom
Subject: summary of interagency NGS meeting


Janet and Tom,


Here is a summary of the key points from the meeting  Tom, if you have anything to add please chime in  We only got one deliverable, which we should make sure we talk about sometime in early
 Jan; I ll try to get something on calendars  February is a big month for public outreach  And there is a new federal clean energy on tribal lands group we should pay attention to


BART


-          Region 9 has gotten a request to extend the comment period on the BART proposal (this would be the 4th extension – the proposal went out in Jan 2013) from the White Mountain Apache
 Tribe  


-          Letty and David Palumbo plan to meet with the Hopi Tribe, including the new Chairman, in January, to continue the fence-mending process  DOI has every intention of supporting clean
 energy development at Hopi too (they aren t identified as receiving it in the TWG agreement), and is willing to enter into an agreement to that effect if needed


-          We will be receiving a joint comment from all TWG Agreement signatories (presumably supporting the TWG alternative)  We may also receive individual comments from signatories on what
 they would like us to do in case we don t finalize the TWG agreement version of BART


-          DOI is going to share with stakeholders and the public their analysis of the environmental impacts of the TWG to counter the public perception that the TWG agreement is worse for the
 environment than the 3 SCRS in 2021-2023  


-          Carbon reduction goal planning from the TWG is coming in early 2014 (to meet that part of DOI s TWG commitments)
-         


NREL Phase 2
-          Had a long staff meeting on this earlier this week; will be getting more specifics on what the analysis will entail in January  (FYI, this is needed to help us figure out what part we are


 contributing $ to so that I can process the paperwork  I think we have a vehicle to get funding directly to NREL)
-          DOI/NREL will put NREL Phase 2 scope of work out for stakeholder comment in February
-          This is our only to do item: There was some discussion about what the “roadmap” we committed to having public input to in the Joint Statement last year should be  We all agree it s not


 NREL Phase 2 or the TWG agreement; but need to be able to explain what it IS  I agreed to work with David Palumbo and Steve Lindenberg to draft a definition for the workgroup to react to
 We hope to get this agreed to by everyone before the February outreach


EIS
-          Public EIS process will start in February  DOI will give us all a heads up ahead of time and send us their working schedule on the EIS


There are 2 new clean energy on tribal land groups, one of feds and one of not-feds+NREL
-          Secretary Jewell and Secretary Moniz (apparently after a conversation with Administrator McCarthy and Secretary Vilsack) have formed a tribal energy subgroup of the [I think a WH group


 on Tribal issues but didn t apparently write down the name]  The goal is to support clean energy for Tribes, and they intend to focus first on AZ  They are planning to invite us and Agriculture
 to join the subgroup  We ll need to figure out what that might entail and how to participate


-          There is a group of environmental (EDF, WRA, Grand Canyon Trust), educational (NAU), and power organizations (Western Area Power Administration) and NREL also getting together to
 develop a strategy for how they think DOI should implement all its TWG commitments to encourage clean power  They may go broader than that too – it s not clear  And to my knowledge
 this group doesn t have a name yet  Also, Tracy LeBeau from DOE is now detailed to WAPA


Tamara


Redactions: internal deliberative process
















    


6-25-13         (Completed) RA Signature (NPRM FIP).


=>


        9-2013 Administrator’s Signature (Prog Office to OP) (Final FIP)


       


Anita Lee, PhD


Environmental Scientist


US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)


75 Hawthorne Street


San Francisco, CA 94105


(415) 972-3958


_____________________________________________
From: Jordan, Deborah
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 11:55 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: September-October 60-day List for Your Review


Thanks, Anita. 


You’re right to raise the FIP revision…. It is probably a good idea to add it even though it is
 minor in nature.  When you have a moment, could you create one of these nice boxes for
 FCPP’s date extension?  Thank you.


_____________________________________________
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 10:15 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: September-October 60-day List for Your Review







Hi Debbie,


Here is a draft entry for NGS. I put in a  goals for dates at this point.


Although it is not a significant action, we do have the Four Corner FIP revision (notification
 date extension) that requires Administrator signature. Thanks!


Navajo Generating Station BART FIP for Regional Haze; Region09


On February 5, 2013, EPA proposed a BART determination and a “better than BART”
 Alternative for Navajo Generating Station, located on the Navajo Nation. EPA proposed a
 framework for the development and consideration of additional Alternatives to BART. A
 Technical Work Group on NGS, consisting of seven key stakeholders, submitted an
 additional Alternative to EPA. EPA will issue a Supplemental Proposal to propose this
 additional Alternative as “better than BART” for public comment, announce five public
 hearings to occur in early November, and extend the public comment period for BART, and
 all “better than BART” alternatives by 60 days. The public comment period for our original
 proposal is currently scheduled to close on October 4. We do not have any litigation deadlines
 to take action.Arizona Regional Haze FIP - All Remaining   


        1-17-2013       (Completed) RA Signature (NPRM FIP).


        9-17-2013       RA Signature (Supplemental Proposal)


=>


        11-4 to 11-7-213 Public Hearings


5-2014 Administrator’s Signature (Prog Office to OP) (Final FIP)


       


Anita Lee, PhD


Environmental Scientist


US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)


75 Hawthorne Street


San Francisco, CA 94105


(415) 972-3958







_____________________________________________
From: Jordan, Deborah
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 8:51 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: September-October 60-day List for Your Review


I was about to send a version of this with corrected AZ RH dates when I realized we should add
 the NGS supplemental proposal and hearings.  Anita, would you write up something in the
 format of these entries?  We aren’t positive of the dates…perhaps you could look through it
 and see if there is a situation that has “earliest possible” or a range of dates or something.  I
 believe this is intended to include all actions that are important, and not just those with CD
 deadlines.  Then, if you’ll send it back to me, I’ll add it in my response back to the HQ people. 
 Thanks.


_____________________________________________
From: Strauss, Alexis
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 8:22 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; DIAMOND, JANE; Scott, Jeff
Cc: Keener, Bill
Subject: September-October 60-day List for Your Review


See the regional haze (p45), Bay Delta and NEPA items (at the end).  If you have a new date,
 could you please email the correction to Lesley Schaaff and Bruce Schillo, and cc me? Thanks,
 Alexis


_____________________________________________
From: Goo, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 6:51 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Hooks, Craig; Froehlich, Maryann; Vaught, Laura; Giles-AA, Cynthia; Wynn, Renee;
 Mallory, Brenda; DePass, Michelle; Elkins, Arthur; Jones, Jim; Kadeli, Lek; Stanislaus, Mathy; Stoner,
 Nancy; Spalding, Curt; Enck, Judith; Garvin, Shawn; Meiburg, Stan; Hedman, Susan; Curry, Ron; Brooks,
 Karl; McGrath, Shaun; Blumenfeld, Jared; McLerran, Dennis
Cc: Cristofaro, Alexander; Schaaff, Lesley; Pritchard, Eileen; Schillo, Bruce; Kime, Robin; Barron, Alex;
 Kenny, Shannon; Kopocis, Ken; DAA; DRA
Subject: Draft September-October 60-day List for Your Review and Comment


OP has prepared a draft 60-Day List report for September-October 2013.  This document
 contains brief descriptions and timelines of EPA actions upcoming between now and the end
 of October.  It also contains descriptions and timelines for some priority policy actions
 regardless of the projected date of their next milestone.  Major active IRIS assessments and
 high-profile NEPA reviews are also included regardless of next milestone date.  The report is
 generated using the Scout database and is intended to be used you and your immediate office
 staff.


 







As before, I'd appreciate your help in finalizing the attached report.  In particular, I would like
 to make sure that:


 


(1) all relevant actions/milestones for your office are listed;


(2) the associated dates are as up-to-date as possible; and


(3) the associated descriptions are adequate and accurate.


 


If milestone dates need to be revised, those changes should be made directly in Scout (or in
 ADP Tracker for tiered actions) by your staff.  Suggested changes to the 60-Day List titles
 and descriptions can be made in Scout by your staff using instruction previously provided
 them, or can be e-mailed to Lesley Schaaff and Bruce Schillo.


 


Please make any changes in Scout or provide us with any additional information by COB,
 Thursday, September 5.


 


If you or your staff have Scout related questions, please contact Bruce Schillo at 564-6552.  If
 you have any other questions, please let me or Bruce Schillo know.


 


Thanks very much


- Michael


 << File: draft 60 Day List September-October 2013.docx >>
















_____________________________________________
Eric Wortman | OAR Lead Region Coordinator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency – Region 8
1595 Wynkoop Street (8P-AR), Denver, Colorado 80202
Telephone: (303) 312-6649 Email: wortman.eric@epa.gov
 
























 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, August 25, 2014 10:31 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Johnson, AudreyL; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Hood, Timonie; Stollman, Scott; Hanf,
 Lisa
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Higuchi, Dean; Skadowski, Suzanne; PerezSullivan, Margot; Mogharabi,
 Nahal; Barbery, Andrea; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Request for Hot Topic Bullets for Region IX for Upcoming ECOS Fall Meeting on September
 15 - 17 in Santa Fe
Importance: High
 
Division Liaisons –
 
Please see the following request received today for Hot Topic Bullets from Andrea Barbery in
 OCIR in preparation for the Administrator participation at the upcoming ECOS meeting. I
 have also attached below the last set of Hot Topic Bullets submitted to Andrea on May 30th


 prepared for the Western Governors’ Association meeting. Please take a look at what we
 previously submitted and edit, revise, or add any new topics you feel should be included. I am
 only sending this request to the Division Liaisons and hope you can work with your Program
 contacts on this request.
 
Andrea is requesting we submit our Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, September 3rd,
 so if I could request that you all send me your Division Hot Topics by COB September 2nd,
 which will allow me time to compile and share with the Front Office for final review before I
 send to Andrea. Thanks in advance for your help with this request.
 
- Brent
 
_ _ _ _
 
Good morning,
 
In preparation for the Administrator’s participation in the ECOS Fall meeting (Sept. 15-17),
 please send a short summary of your Region’s Hot Topics by COB Wednesday, Sept. 3. 
 







Please see the example, below, for format and brevity – we are really trying to keep this thing
 short! 1-2 sentences per bullet is much appreciated.
 
Let me know if you have any questions, or if there is anything I can do to help your
 RAs/DRAs prepare for this meeting.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2014 6:44 AM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Bowles, Jack; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Stollman, Scott;
 Hood, Timonie; McKaughan, Colleen; Hanf, Lisa; Johnson, AudreyL; Higuchi, Dean
Subject: Region IX - Hot Topic Bullets for Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, CNMI, and
 American Samoa for Western Governors’ Association Meeting on June 10, 2014
 
Andrea –
 
In response to your request of May 22nd for Hot Topic bullets for the upcoming Western
 Governors’ Association meeting on Tuesday, June 10th in Colorado Springs, CO at which
 Administrator McCarthy will be giving a keynote address, please find the Region IX
 submittals of Hot Topic bullets by your requested May 30th due date. We are submitting Hot
 Topic bullets for Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, CNMI, and American Samoa.
 Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information. I will be out
 of the office on Friday, May 30th on CDO and will be back in the office on Monday, June 2nd.
 
Region IX:
Gov. Janice Brewer (Arizona)
Gov. Jerry Brown (California)
Gov. Neil Abercrombie (Hawaii)
Gov. Mark Sandoval (Nevada)
Gov. Eddie Baza Calvo (Guam)
Gov. Eloy S. Inos (CNMI)
Gov. Lolo Letalu Matalasi Moliga (American Samoa)
 
Gov. Janice Brewer – Arizona 
 




















































 here and totally unfamiliar with the BART rule, I worked with some folks in OAR to see if they could
 add some NGS-specific language.  Please take a look at this draft and let me know what you think.
 
Please know that my comment (the second one) isn’t a request to R9 to answer these specific
 questions; I was just brainstorming on other ways we could add details about what happened in
 those hearings, what people said, the level of outreach, etc.  (My contacts in OAR can’t add this text,
 obviously, as they were not there!) If not, that is fine – I think OAR’s edits (with the personal touch
 and all) will satisfy OCIR managers.  And by all means, if these ideas spark any other details you think
 the Governor would be interested in (and that we can share publicly) – please add them in, too!
 
Sorry to send this back your way right before the holiday.  We can discuss next week.  Until then,
 Happy Thanksgiving and Happy Hanukkah!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:17 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
No, no.  Not at all.  I’ve been waiting for this concurrence note for some time and was glad to get it
 back to you.  My sincere apologies for the delayed response; we tried getting the buck slip back to
 you all ASAP, but with the Administrator’s visit last week, senior management was pretty tied up. 
 Thanks!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:15 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Thanks, David!  Sorry I hope we were not bombarding you from all sides.  I didn’t realize others here
 had also asked you this question.  Thanks!!
 
Andrea Barbery







Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:13 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Lewis, Josh; Bowles, Jack; Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
Please find attached both the signed buck slip and final letter (w/R9’s edits).  I sent this forward to
 both Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles this morning.  My apologies for not sending to you earlier!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
I got an out-of-office message from Brent and was wondering if you or someone else in your office
 could help me track this governors’ correspondence?
 
AL-14-000-0853 – Urging EPA to allow an alternative to the BART rule for the Navajo Generating
 Station
 
I have attached the letter and the CMS control sheet.  Last I heard from Brent, it was with your CoS… 
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent –







 
Hope you had a great weekend!
 
Any word back on this??
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:07 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Andrea –
 
The final draft is with our Chief of Staff. I am checking on the latest and will let you know what
 I hear. Thanks.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent,
 
I’m going through the list of Governor’s correspondence and noticed one in Region 9 that I wanted to
 check in with you on.  Attached is a letter from Gov. Brewer dated Oct. 21, 2013, regarding the
 Navajo Generating Station.  Also attached is a PDF of the control slip.  Can you help me track the
 status of this response letter?  (I don’t see a draft response in CMS.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 












From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy; Drake, Kerry
Subject: FW: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and NACAA Meetings
Date: Monday, September 08, 2014 12:52:10 PM
Attachments: 2014 0908 ECOA NAACA.doc


I am attaching the document I will forward unless I hear otherwise in the next hour.
These are basically what we pulled together for Gina about a week ago, in a different
 format. They are mostly about Arizona actions and 111(d). If there is something we have
 forgotten to include, please let me know ASAP.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Friday, September 05, 2014 2:53 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: FW: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and NACAA
 Meetings


Niloufar,  can you work with the mgmt. team and staff on this?  Thank you.


From: Mitchell, Ken 
Sent: Friday, September 05, 2014 1:43 PM
To: Air Division Directors and Deputies
Cc: Wortman, Eric; Fitzmaurice, Carey; Whitlow, Jeff; Mitchell, Ken; Aburano, Douglas; Algoe-Eakin,
 Amy; Arnold, Anne; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Benjamin, Lynorae; Blakley, Pamela; Bray, Dave; Ceron,
 Heather; chow, alice; Compher, Michael; Conroy, David; Cox, Kathleen; Damico, Genevieve; Davis,
 Scott; Donaldson, Guy; Dossett, Donald; Drake, Kerry; Febbo, carol; Fernandez, Cristina; Giardina,
 Paul; Greene, Cynthia; Hansen, Mark; Jackson, Scott; Jay, Michael; Judge, Robert; Kreider, Andrew;
 Kurpius, Meredith; Lakin, Matt; LaVigna, Gaetano; Lehrman, Loretta; Lusky, Katy; Machol, Ben;
 Maldonado, Zelma; Mangels, Karl; Martinez, Maria; McDonnell, Ida; McKaughan, Colleen; Moltzen,
 Michael; Mooney, John; Morales, Monica; Nash, Carlton; Nelson, Diane; Nichols, Robert; Perry,
 Stuart; Powell, Alan; Rinck, Todd; Rios, Gerardo; Riva, Steven; Robinson, Jeffrey; Rothery, Deirdre;
 Ruvo, Richard; Smith, Mark A.; spink, marcia; Stanton, Marya; Steckel, Andrew; Suzuki, Debra; Tapp,
 Joshua; Tyson, MaryPat; Werner, Leslye; Wilson, Wenona; Worley, Gregg; Wortman, Eric; Zimpfer,
 Amy
Subject: URGENT: Materials needed for Janet McCabe for upcoming AAPCA, ECOS and NACAA
 Meetings
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Jordan, Deborah; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: Will you please prepare a backgrounder for this NGS-related: Maricopa meeting on Wed
Date: Monday, March 10, 2014 11:06:02 AM
Attachments: FW Maricopa meeting on Wed.msg


2014 0310 Background Maricopa Stanfield Irrigation District Meeting on NGS.docx


Attached is a background paper for Janet’s meeting on NGS with the Maricopa Stanfield Irrigation
 District on Wednesday (1PM pacific). Please let me know if you have any comments or revisions.


Debbie, please let me know if you would like me to call in to this meeting.


Thank you!


From: Lorang, Phil 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 8:34 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Will you please prepare a backgrounder for this NGS-related: Maricopa meeting on Wed


I assume that the part about BART is about NGS BART. You’ll know.


Please send the backgrounder to Peter South and to me. Thanks.


Phil


Word attachment deleted - duplicate. Attached email converted to PDF and deleted from Here. See partial 
release folder








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: letter on NGS
Date: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:57:00 PM
Attachments: AL-13-000-6000.pdf


AL-13-000-6000 Response Whitfield share w working group.doc


I think the response looks good but the timing is tricky. Do we want to try and get the FR signed on


 the 18th so we don’t have to dance around the question below?


We have a fact sheet on NGS and several short briefing papers that we could update.  I could start
 on that while Anita finishes the FOIA. I haven’t received a request from Sara Terry yet.


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:08 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Lubetsky, Jonathan
Subject: letter on NGS


hi Colleen and Anita,


Many months ago, Rep Whitfield sent us a letter about NGS (attached). We drafted a response but
 could not send it b/c the language was similar to language we were waiting to clear through OMB
 re: NGS from a budget hearing in the spring. That question cleared this week. Also, the


 Administrator is going up to the Hill on Sept 18th for a hearing in front of Rep. Whitfield’s
 committee. All of which means that we now can and want to respond to his letter very soon.


Attached is the my latest draft of our response. Can you all take a look and let me know if you’re OK
 with it or edits you suggest? I will also be running the attachment by DOI for the 3-agency meeting
 info. If you can get me your comments by early next week (or sooner if you want) that would be
 great so we can clear this out by the end of next week.


thanks,
Tamara


Also – there’s going to need to be a fact sheet/briefing one-pager on NGS for that hearing too. I
 don’t know if Sara Terry has already asked for one through the visibility folks in OAQPS, but keep an
 ear out. In particular we’ll need to think about what we want the Administrator to say if asked re:
 the TWG agreement and the timing of the supplemental (she can’t just say it’s in process if Jared is
 signing it the next day).


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Final Air Division Weekly Report for Week Ending July 11
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2014 1:52:53 PM
Attachments: July 11 RA Final.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Rangel, Maria; Salazar, Matt; sun, nelly; Richmond, Dawn; LEONIDO-JOHN, STEVEN;


 Martynowicz, Trina
Cc: R9-AIR
Subject: Final Air Division Weekly Report for Week Ending July 18, 2014
Date: Thursday, July 17, 2014 5:06:48 PM
Attachments: July 18 RA FINAL.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Rangel, Maria; Salazar, Matt; sun, nelly; Richmond, Dawn; LEONIDO-JOHN, STEVEN;


 Martynowicz, Trina
Cc: R9-AIR
Subject: Final Air Division Weekly for the Week ending July 25, 2014.
Date: Thursday, July 24, 2014 1:36:51 PM
Attachments: July 25 RA FINAL.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Final Air Weekly for week ending May 30 and Internal Weekly for week ending May 30
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 4:33:41 PM
Attachments: May 30 FINAL.docx


May 30 INTERNAL.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder












From: Adams, Elizabeth
To: Powelson, Jack
Cc: Richmond, Dawn; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Final Gold write up for NGS
Date: Monday, December 01, 2014 5:36:20 PM
Attachments: Final Gold Writeup for NGS-2014.docx


This incorporates Alexis’ comments- Thanks!


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial 
Release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Final Weekly and Internal Weekly for the week end June 13
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2014 3:37:54 PM
Attachments: June 13 RA weekly.docx


June 13 INTERNAL weekly.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Final and Internal Weekly
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2014 11:59:05 AM
Attachments: June 20 FINAL weekly.docx


June 20 INTERNAL weekly.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR; Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Rangel, Maria; Salazar, Matt; sun, nelly; Richmond, Dawn; LEONIDO-JOHN,


 STEVEN; Martynowicz, Trina
Subject: Final weekly report for Air Division
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2014 1:42:11 PM
Attachments: August 1 FINAL RA Weekly.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release 
folder








From: Blumenfeld, Jared
To: Zito, Kelly
Cc: Martynowicz, Trina
Subject: Fw: Action Requested: OCIR Request for Hot Topics for Western Governor"s Association (WGA)
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:19:12 AM


Kelly


Can you take lead on making sure what we send is up to muster - Trina can help if needed. Thanks


Jared Blumenfeld, EPA


From: Maier, Brent
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:13:30 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Johnson, AudreyL;
 Meltzer, Kathy
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Martynowicz, Trina; Higuchi, Dean; Barbery, Andrea; Adams, Elizabeth;
 Jordan, Deborah; Diamond, Jane; Gullatt, Kristin; Scott, Jeff; Barhite, Steven; Manzanilla, Enrique;
 Lindsay, Nancy; Moyer, Robert; McCarroll, John; Schultz, Frances; Johnson, Kathleen; Miller, Amy;
 Hanf, Lisa; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared; Gaudario, Abigail; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Action Requested: OCIR Request for Hot Topics for Western Governor's Association (WGA)


All –


Andrea Barbery in OCIR is requesting Region IX to provide “Hot Topics” for the upcoming
 Western Governors’ Association (WGA) meeting in Colorado on June 10th at which
 Administrator Gina McCarthy will be delivering a keynote address (see message below). I am
 attaching below Andrea’s message Region IX’s previous Hot Topics “bullets” from March
 2014 prepared in preparation for the ECOS meeting for your review and updating with any
 new issues if needed. Andrea is not looking for briefing papers, but rather bullet points as we
 submitted previously.


Ø  Please provide your submittals to me by COB Wednesday, May 28th so that I can
 compile and send to Front Office for final review before sending to Andrea by
 COB Thursday, May 29th as I will be out of the office on CDO on Friday, May
 30th.


Thanks in advance for your assistance with this request. Please give me a call if you have any
 questions or need any additional information.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


All Redactions:  Non-responsive







From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Assunto, Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Schuster,
 Cindy
Cc: Bowles, Jack
Subject: Please send hot topics by Friday, 5/30


Hi all,


On Tuesday, June 10, Administrator McCarthy will be keynoting the Western Governors’
 Association Annual Meeting in Colorado Springs, CO. (See: Draft Agenda)


In preparation for this meeting, please send Hot Topics for your WGA states by next Friday,
 May 30.


As a reminder, WGA includes the following states –
Region 6: NM, OK, TX
Region 7: NE, KS
Region 8: All states
Region 9: All states & territories
Region 10: All states


Let me know if you have any questions.


Thanks!
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397


_ _ _ _ _


Andrea –
In response to your request on March 10th for Hot Topic bullets for the upcoming ECOS
 meeting, please find the Region IX submittals for Region IX. As you will see, we re-
submitted the Hot Topic bullets with some revisions/updates for Arizona, Hawaii, Nevada,
 Guam, CNMI, and American Samoa and added Hot Topic bullets for California.


Region IX:
Gov. Janice Brewer (Arizona)
Gov. Jerry Brown (California)
Gov. Neil Abercrombie (Hawaii)
Gov. Mark Sandoval (Nevada)
Gov. Eddie Baza Calvo (Guam)
Gov. Eloy S. Inos (CNMI)
Gov. Lolo Letalu Matalasi Moliga (American Samoa)


Gov. Janice Brewer – Arizona 
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Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 












From: Stewart, Lori
To: McCabe, Janet; Powers, Tom
Subject: Fw: Materials for Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Date: Thursday, March 06, 2014 3:43:29 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Pinal County AQ Issues 3-5-14.docx
2014 0305 Update for Ass"t Administrator on Navajo BART FIPs final.docx


Region 9 was only added to the Maricopa meeting late yesterday. Here are some background
 materials - will print as soon as I get in. Sorry for the delay.


From: McKaughan, Colleen
Sent: Thursday, March 6, 2014 4:38:53 AM
To: Stewart, Lori; Jordan, Deborah; South, Peter; Mathias, Scott; Lorang, Phil; Ling, Michael
Cc: Wang, Weber; Atkinson, Emily; Long, Pam; Johnson, Yvonne W; Lo, Doris; Mays, Rory; Lakin, Matt
Subject: Materials for Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th


Hi,


I wasn’t sure who to send this to so I’m sending it to everyone who emailed us today.  I have
 attached two papers. One is a summary of the air quality activities in Pinal County, thanks to Doris
 Lo of our office. I have also included an update on NGS.  I believe they are coming in to discuss their
 particulate nonattainment issues, but since they are so heavily agricultural, they may have
 something to say about Navajo Generating Station as well.


I checked with Jared about the issues that were raised with Gina in January, and those issues focused
 on the Phoenix 5% PM-10 Plan and exceptional events, which are not very relevant to Pinal County. 
 I plan to join you on the call and feel free to call me in the morning if you have questions.


Colleen


From: Stewart, Lori 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:40 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Wang, Weber; South, Peter
Subject: FW: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday,
 March 7th


Colleen and Debbie, here is the email chain on the Maricopa meeting.  Sorry you were not in the
 loop earlier. 


From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2014 10:10 AM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or
 Friday, March 7th


Emily:


"2014_0305" attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. Other two 
attachments deleted from here - not responsive







Here is a list of attendees for the City of Maricopa's meeting with Acting Assistant Administrator McCabe on
 Thursday, March 6th at 10:00 am:
 
Mayor Christian Price
Vice Mayor Ed Farrell
Gregory Rose, City Manager
Chairman Tony Smith, Pinal County Board of Supervisors
Paul Jepson, Intergovernmental Affairs Director
Bob Holmes, Partner, Nexxus Consulting
 
If you need anything else, please let me know.
 
Thanks again for your help in setting up this meeting. Again, we look forward to seeing you March 6th at 10
 am. Have a great day!
 
Bob
 


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.
 
From: "Atkinson, Emily" <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2014 2:48 PM
To: Bob Holmes <bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com>
Subject: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday,
 March 7th
 
Bob,


You are confirmed for a 45 minute meeting on Thursday, March 6 at 10:00am with Janet
 McCabe.


A list of all attendees should be submitted to me via email no later than 3:00pm on Monday,
 March 3 so I can provide it to our security officers who will screen you upon arrival, as well
 as a meeting agenda of the topics you would like to discuss.


Directions and procedures to 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW:
Metro: If you come by Metro get off at the Federal Triangle metro stop. Exit the metro







 station and go up two sets of escalators to the surface level and turn right. You will see
 a short staircase and wheelchair ramp leading to a set of glass doors with the EPA
 logo - that is the William Jefferson ClintonFederal Building, North Entrance.
Taxi: Direct the taxi to drop you off on 12th Street NW, between Constitution and
 Pennsylvania Avenues, at the elevator for the Federal Triangle metro stop - this is
 almost exactly half way between the two avenues on 12th Street NW. Facing the
 building with the EPA logo and American flags, walk toward the building and take the
 glass door on your right hand side with the escalators going down to the metro on your
 left – that is the North Lobby of the William Jefferson Clinton building.
Security Procedures: A government issued photo id is required to enter the building
 and it is suggested you arrive 15 minutes early in order to be cleared and arrive at the
 meeting room on time. Upon entering the lobby, the meeting attendees will be asked
 to pass through security and provide a photo ID for entrance. Let the guards know that
 you were instructed to call 202-564-7400 for a security escort.


Please feel free to contact me should you need any additional information.
Emily
Emily Atkinson
Staff Assistant
Immediate Office of the Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Voice: 202-564-1850
From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Emily:
This works great for us. Thanks for your help in arranging this meeting. We look forward to seeing you on
 Thursday, March 6th at 10 am.
Have a great afternoon!
Bob


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.


From: "Atkinson, Emily" <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Bob Holmes <bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com>
Subject: RE: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Bob,







Janet McCabe is available for a 45 minute meeting on Thursday, March 6 at 10am. Let me
 know if this could work on your end.
Thanks.
Emily
Emily Atkinson
Staff Assistant
Immediate Office of the Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Voice: 202-564-1850
From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Emily:
Good talking to you this afternoon!
Per our discussion, Maricopa Mayor Christian Price met with Administrator McCarthy in Arizona several
 weeks ago with Phoenix Mayor Stanton and Mesa Mayor Smith to discuss air quality issues in the Valley.
 We wanted to follow-up on that discussion. Maricopa Mayor Price, Vice Mayor Edward Farrell and
 Intergovernmental Affairs Director Paul Jepson, along with Pinal County Board Chairman Tony Smith and I
 are going to be in town on Thursday, March 6th and Friday, March 7th and would like to meet with Acting
 Administrator McCabe (and Administrator McCarthy if available) to discuss these air quality issues. We
 anticipate needing 30 minutes of their time. Please let me know of their availability. If you have any
 questions or concerns, please don't hesitate to contact me.
Thanks in advance for your help. Have a great day!
Bob


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Drake, Kerry
Subject: Gold Award Writeup
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 12:17:00 PM
Attachments: Gold Writeup - 2014 EPA Form 3130-16.docx


Hi, Kerry,


Here is the final.  
 
 
 
  Thanks!


Colleen


Converted attaachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial 
release folder
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From: Drake, Kerry
To: COYLE, BRIDGET; Powelson, Jack
Cc: Adams, Elizabeth; McKaughan, Colleen; Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Gold Honor Award Write-up for Navajo Generating Station
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 12:31:26 PM
Attachments: Gold Writeup - 2014 EPA Form 3130-16 (3).docx


Hi Jack and Bridget,


Attached is the Gold Honor Award write-up for the Navajo Generating Station Regional Haze Team. 
 Please let me know if you need anything else.


Thanks,
Kerry


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial 
release folder












Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 8:56 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Yogi, David; Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
I think the letter is fine. We could add that all the hearings were well attended. I don’t think numbers
 are very useful, unless we gave them a total for all 5 hearings.
 


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Monday, December 02, 2013 9:35 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Have you been in the loop on this?
 


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 12:46 PM
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Everyone,
Please find below a message I received from OCIR regarding Governor Brewer’s letter.  HQ seems to
 want a little more detail, and has made a few comments in the attached draft for you to take a look
 at.  I’ve explained to Andrea that Jared is out next week in D.C., but that we’d give them an update on
 revising the letter as soon as we can.
 
Thanks!
 
- David
 







 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 27, 2013 11:44 AM
To: Yogi, David
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
Thanks for moving this letter through concurrence on the R9 side.  On the OCIR side, my management
 would like us to make our response to the Governor a bit more – well, responsive.  I know that there
 is little we can say about this rule, due to where it is in the rulemaking process.  Because I am new
 here and totally unfamiliar with the BART rule, I worked with some folks in OAR to see if they could
 add some NGS-specific language.  Please take a look at this draft and let me know what you think.
 
Please know that my comment (the second one) isn’t a request to R9 to answer these specific
 questions; I was just brainstorming on other ways we could add details about what happened in
 those hearings, what people said, the level of outreach, etc.  (My contacts in OAR can’t add this text,
 obviously, as they were not there!) If not, that is fine – I think OAR’s edits (with the personal touch
 and all) will satisfy OCIR managers.  And by all means, if these ideas spark any other details you think
 the Governor would be interested in (and that we can share publicly) – please add them in, too!
 
Sorry to send this back your way right before the holiday.  We can discuss next week.  Until then,
 Happy Thanksgiving and Happy Hanukkah!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:17 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
No, no.  Not at all.  I’ve been waiting for this concurrence note for some time and was glad to get it
 back to you.  My sincere apologies for the delayed response; we tried getting the buck slip back to
 you all ASAP, but with the Administrator’s visit last week, senior management was pretty tied up. 
 Thanks!
 
- David







 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 1:15 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Thanks, David!  Sorry I hope we were not bombarding you from all sides.  I didn’t realize others here
 had also asked you this question.  Thanks!!
 
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 


From: Yogi, David 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 4:13 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Cc: Lewis, Josh; Bowles, Jack; Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Andrea,
Please find attached both the signed buck slip and final letter (w/R9’s edits).  I sent this forward to
 both Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles this morning.  My apologies for not sending to you earlier!
 
- David
 


 
 
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Yogi, David
Subject: FW: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi David,
 
I got an out-of-office message from Brent and was wondering if you or someone else in your office
 could help me track this governors’ correspondence?
 







AL-14-000-0853 – Urging EPA to allow an alternative to the BART rule for the Navajo Generating
 Station
 
I have attached the letter and the CMS control sheet.  Last I heard from Brent, it was with your CoS… 
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2013 3:19 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent –
 
Hope you had a great weekend!
 
Any word back on this??
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery, OCIR
202-564-1397
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 6:07 PM
To: Barbery, Andrea
Subject: RE: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Andrea –
 
The final draft is with our Chief of Staff. I am checking on the latest and will let you know what
 I hear. Thanks.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Response letter to Gov. Brewer?
 
Hi Brent,
 







I’m going through the list of Governor’s correspondence and noticed one in Region 9 that I wanted to
 check in with you on.  Attached is a letter from Gov. Brewer dated Oct. 21, 2013, regarding the
 Navajo Generating Station.  Also attached is a PDF of the control slip.  Can you help me track the
 status of this response letter?  (I don’t see a draft response in CMS.)
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: Item for Weekly
Date: Thursday, June 20, 2013 2:01:00 PM


Navajo Generating Station: On June 20, 2013, Region 9 received a request from the Salt River
 Project (SRP), on behalf of their Technical Working Group, for an extension of the public comment
 period. The Technical Working Group includes, besides SRP, the Department of the Interior, the
 Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, Environmental Defense Fund, and the Central
 Arizona Water Conservation District. The end of the public comment period is currently scheduled
 for August 5, 2013. Region will grant the extension, and publish a Federal Register notifying the
 public of the extension. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)












 












From: Lubetsky, Jonathan
To: Saltman, Tamara
Date: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 6:04:45 AM
Attachments: Regional Haze - Navajo GS.docx


9g Regional Haze Status and State Issues 2 25 14.docx


One is the latest file from budget, the other is merged with general regional haze issues.  An updated
 version of the stand alone without the broad Q is what we need.


Jonathan S. Lubetsky
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
U.S. EPA | Office of Air and Radiation
William J. Clinton North Room 5442S
202.564.3166
Learn about the Clean Air Act: http://www.epa.gov/air/caa/


Converted attachments to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Spiegelman, Nina
To: Moyer, Robert
Date: Friday, April 04, 2014 12:31:00 PM
Attachments: Draft Partial List of Accomplishments.docx


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Stewart, Lori; Jordan, Deborah; South, Peter; Mathias, Scott; Lorang, Phil; Ling, Michael
Cc: Wang, Weber; Atkinson, Emily; Long, Pam; Johnson, Yvonne W; Lo, Doris; Mays, Rory; Lakin, Matt
Subject: Materials for Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Date: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 8:39:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Pinal County AQ Issues 3-5-14.docx
2014 0305 Update for Ass"t Administrator on Navajo BART FIPs final.docx


Hi,


I wasn’t sure who to send this to so I’m sending it to everyone who emailed us today.  I have
 attached two papers. One is a summary of the air quality activities in Pinal County, thanks to Doris
 Lo of our office. I have also included an update on NGS.  I believe they are coming in to discuss their
 particulate nonattainment issues, but since they are so heavily agricultural, they may have
 something to say about Navajo Generating Station as well.


I checked with Jared about the issues that were raised with Gina in January, and those issues focused
 on the Phoenix 5% PM-10 Plan and exceptional events, which are not very relevant to Pinal County. 
 I plan to join you on the call and feel free to call me in the morning if you have questions.


Colleen


From: Stewart, Lori 
Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2014 3:40 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Wang, Weber; South, Peter
Subject: FW: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday,
 March 7th


Colleen and Debbie, here is the email chain on the Maricopa meeting.  Sorry you were not in the
 loop earlier. 


From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2014 10:10 AM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or
 Friday, March 7th


Emily:


Here is a list of attendees for the City of Maricopa's meeting with Acting Assistant Administrator McCabe on
 Thursday, March 6th at 10:00 am:


Mayor Christian Price
Vice Mayor Ed Farrell
Gregory Rose, City Manager
Chairman Tony Smith, Pinal County Board of Supervisors
Paul Jepson, Intergovernmental Affairs Director


All attachments deleted- duplicate or not responsive







Bob Holmes, Partner, Nexxus Consulting
 
If you need anything else, please let me know.
 
Thanks again for your help in setting up this meeting. Again, we look forward to seeing you March 6th at 10
 am. Have a great day!
 
Bob
 


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.
 


From: "Atkinson, Emily" <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2014 2:48 PM
To: Bob Holmes <bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com>
Subject: Confirmed 3/6 at 10am: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday,
 March 7th
 
Bob,


You are confirmed for a 45 minute meeting on Thursday, March 6 at 10:00am with Janet
 McCabe.


A list of all attendees should be submitted to me via email no later than 3:00pm on Monday,
 March 3 so I can provide it to our security officers who will screen you upon arrival, as well
 as a meeting agenda of the topics you would like to discuss.


Directions and procedures to 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW:
Metro: If you come by Metro get off at the Federal Triangle metro stop. Exit the metro
 station and go up two sets of escalators to the surface level and turn right. You will see
 a short staircase and wheelchair ramp leading to a set of glass doors with the EPA
 logo - that is the William Jefferson ClintonFederal Building, North Entrance.
Taxi: Direct the taxi to drop you off on 12th Street NW, between Constitution and
 Pennsylvania Avenues, at the elevator for the Federal Triangle metro stop - this is
 almost exactly half way between the two avenues on 12th Street NW. Facing the
 building with the EPA logo and American flags, walk toward the building and take the
 glass door on your right hand side with the escalators going down to the metro on your







 left – that is the North Lobby of the William Jefferson Clinton building.
Security Procedures: A government issued photo id is required to enter the building
 and it is suggested you arrive 15 minutes early in order to be cleared and arrive at the
 meeting room on time. Upon entering the lobby, the meeting attendees will be asked
 to pass through security and provide a photo ID for entrance. Let the guards know that
 you were instructed to call 202-564-7400 for a security escort.


Please feel free to contact me should you need any additional information.
Emily
Emily Atkinson
Staff Assistant
Immediate Office of the Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Voice: 202-564-1850
From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Emily:
This works great for us. Thanks for your help in arranging this meeting. We look forward to seeing you on
 Thursday, March 6th at 10 am.
Have a great afternoon!
Bob


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.


From: "Atkinson, Emily" <Atkinson.Emily@epa.gov>
Date: Thursday, February 6, 2014 11:20 AM
To: Bob Holmes <bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com>
Subject: RE: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Bob,
Janet McCabe is available for a 45 minute meeting on Thursday, March 6 at 10am. Let me
 know if this could work on your end.
Thanks.
Emily
Emily Atkinson
Staff Assistant
Immediate Office of the Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA







Voice: 202-564-1850
From: Bob Holmes [mailto:bholmes@nexxusconsulting.com] 
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2014 5:09 PM
To: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Meeting with City of Maricopa on Thursday, March 6th or Friday, March 7th
Emily:
Good talking to you this afternoon!
Per our discussion, Maricopa Mayor Christian Price met with Administrator McCarthy in Arizona several
 weeks ago with Phoenix Mayor Stanton and Mesa Mayor Smith to discuss air quality issues in the Valley.
 We wanted to follow-up on that discussion. Maricopa Mayor Price, Vice Mayor Edward Farrell and
 Intergovernmental Affairs Director Paul Jepson, along with Pinal County Board Chairman Tony Smith and I
 are going to be in town on Thursday, March 6th and Friday, March 7th and would like to meet with Acting
 Administrator McCabe (and Administrator McCarthy if available) to discuss these air quality issues. We
 anticipate needing 30 minutes of their time. Please let me know of their availability. If you have any
 questions or concerns, please don't hesitate to contact me.
Thanks in advance for your help. Have a great day!
Bob


www.nexxusconsulting.com
The information contained in this e-mail message is privileged and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or
 entity to whom it is addressed. If the reader of this e-mail message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that
 any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
 communication from any source in error, please immediately notify us by replying to the message or by telephone
 202.256.6566, calling collect if necessary, and destroy the original message. Thank you.








From: Maier, Brent
To: Martynowicz, Trina; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld, Jared; Gaudario, Abigail
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; McKaughan, Colleen; Johnson, AudreyL; Harris-Bishop, Rusty;


 Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Hanf, Lisa
Subject: Meeting materials for ECOS meeting - Santa Fe, NM
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2014 1:22:27 PM
Attachments: ECOS 2014 Fall Mtg Annotated Agenda.docx


ECOS 2014 Fall Mtg Attendees.xlsx
ECOS 2014 Fall Mtg Resolutions.docx
ECOS 2014 Fall Mtg Hot Topics.docx


You may receive this same information regarding next week’s ECOS meeting in Santa Fe,
 New Mexico through other channels, but wanted to send your way.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2014 1:15 PM
To: Kohn, Jeffrey; Stewart, Lakita; Silver, Edna; McDonald, Carolyn; Kenely, Caroline;
 Gentry, Nathan; Wilson, Rita; OBrien, Kathy; Battin, Andrew; Wilson, Rita; Kennedy,
 Chandra; Bednar, Georgia; Peters, Davetta; Halcomb, Gloria; Atkinson, Emily; Drinkard,
 Andrea; Gray, Doris; Veney, Carla; Fernandez, Roger; Penman, Crystal; Bethel, Heidi;
 Tarquinio, Ellen; Hambrick, Amy; Stevens, Robin; Huffman, Linda; Bailey, Ethel; Hindin,
 David; Lund, Lisa; White, Bobbi; Morales, Oscar; Milhouse, Gloria; Rodriguez, Danny;
 Grantham, Nancy; Beverly, Brenda; Williams, Felicia; Karim, Naimah; Williams, Odessa;
 Cacho, Julia; Varcoe, Betsy; Martynowicz, Trina; Assunto, Carmen; Beckmann, Ronna Erin;
 Bellow, Bonnie; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Card, Joan; Colip, Matthew; Deamer, Eileen; Delli-
Gatti, Dionne; Elster, Mark; Ferrell, Mark; Fortin, Denise; Grantham, Nancy; Gray, David;
 Gutro, Doug; Higuchi, Dean; Holsman, Marianne; Howell, Amie; Jones-Johnson, Shea;
 Lincoln, Larry; Maier, Brent; Martindale, Cary; McGowan, Michael; Melanson, Kate; Miller,
 Linda; Mohollen, Laura; Myers, Bryan; Rodriguez, Danny; Schuster, Cindy; Sebastian, Chris;
 Shore, Berry; Smith, Paula; Trulove-Cranor, Whitney; Tyler, Kendra; Washburn, Ben; Wise,
 Allison; Wood, MelanieL; Zito, Kelly
Subject: Meeting materials for ECOS meeting - Santa Fe, NM


Hello,


Here are some materials for the ECOS meeting next week that you may want to include in the
 books:


1. Annotated Agenda
2. Session agendas on the  ECOS website (take a look at the annotated agenda to see


where your leaders are on the agenda, and that may help to know which session
agendas you need to print)


3. Meeting attendees
4. Resolutions for discussion
5. Hot Topics


All attachments converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release 
folder







 
Please let me know if you have any questions or need anything further.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
Office of Intergovernmental Relations
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
202-564-1397
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lakin, Matt; Gross, Barbara; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: NGS Weekly Item
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 2:16:00 PM


How’s this? It’s hard to be comprehensive and concise.


Supplemental Proposal for Navajo Generating Station (NGS) and Public Hearing
 Schedule: On October 22, 2013, EPA proposed an additional Alternative to BART submitted
 on July 26, 2013 by a group of stakeholders, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG).
 The TWG Alternative would establish a lifetime cap in NOx emissions over 2009-2044 that
 would ensure cumulative NOx emissions from NGS are below the emission level determined
 to be BART in EPA’s February 2013 proposal. EPA has independently evaluated the TWG
 Alternative and is proposing to determine that the TWG Alternative is “better than BART”
 because maintaining emissions below the 2009-2044 NOx Cap achieves greater reasonable
 progress than BART towards the national visibility goal. EPA is currently taking comment on
 this alternative as well as the proposed BART and “better than BART” alternative contained
 in our February 2013 proposal.  Because of the substantial and varied interests by tribes and
 Arizona municipalities, EPA will be holding 5 public hearings in 4 days, at locations
 throughout Arizona: LeChee (Navajo Nation), Page (near the power plant), Kykotsmovi
 (Hopi Tribe), Phoenix (tribal and state water interests), and Tucson (tribal and state water
 interests). (Contact: Colleen McKaughan, 520-498-0118)


From: Lakin, Matt 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 1:49 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Gross, Barbara
Subject: RE: Who is Anita' back up for the weekly item on NGS?............FW: Items for the weekly


Colleen, 


Anita was working this morning, but left for the day.  So if we need a weekly item on the NGS
 hearing (Debbie wanted something comprehensive, about the proposal and hearings), I was hoping
 that you could help with that.  I just don’t think I know enough, but I might be able to piece together
 from past entries and ask you to edit, if that helps.


Thanks,
Matt


_________________________________
Matthew Lakin, Ph.D. 
Manager, Air Planning Office 
US EPA, Region 9 (AIR-2) | 75 Hawthorne St. | San Francisco, CA 94105
P: 415.972.3851 | E: Lakin.Matthew@epa.gov


From: Gross, Barbara 


All Redactions:  Non-responsive







Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:28 AM
To: Lakin, Matt
Subject: Who is Anita' back up for the weekly item on NGS?............FW: Items for the weekly


BARBARA L. GROSS
Management Analysis Officer
gross.barbara@epa.gov
ph: (415)972-3972
fax:  (415)947-3581


From: Gross, Barbara 
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 11:01 AM
To: Saracino, Ray; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Drake, Kerry; Kurpius, Meredith; Zimpfer, Amy;
 Kelly, Shaheerah
Cc: Rios, Gerardo; Machol, Ben; Lakin, Matt; Adams, Elizabeth; Yeary, Asia; Wilder, Ceciley; Cachuela,
 Liberty
Subject: Items for the weekly


 


NGS hearings, including supplemental proposal and location of hearings – Anita


BARBARA L. GROSS
Management Analysis Officer
gross.barbara@epa.gov
ph: (415)972-3972
fax:  (415)947-3581


From: Wilder, Ceciley 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 3:22 PM
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Please have your weeklies in weekly database by 10:00am on Wednesday. Managers - please
 compile by COB Wednesday - Thanks












From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Elizabeth Adams (adams.elizabeth@epa.gov)
Subject: NGS write up
Date: Monday, December 01, 2014 4:52:00 PM
Attachments: Gold Writeup-NGS-2014 incorporating AS" comments dj .docx


Colleen incorporated some new errors and I tried to find and correct all of them, but I think it would
 be good for you to give it another read-through.


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial 
Release folder.








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: NPCA
Date: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:36:00 PM
Attachments: 2014 0425 Call with NPCA on NGS.docx


Hi, Debbie,


Anita put this together for tomorrow. Can you review and let us know if you think it will work for
 tomorrow’s call?  Thanks!


Colleen


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:26 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA


Sure! Thanks Colleen! I am attaching a version with the call in number on it.


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA


Paper looks good. Should I share with Debbie?


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 1:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: NPCA


Attached is a draft briefing paper. I can add the other participants, agenda, and call-in number once
 all that info comes in.


Please let me know if you have any edits.


Thank you!


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:38 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NPCA


Yes, that’s what I would plan on.


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:33 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. Added "_not updated" to file 
name to distinguish from other file with same name.







Subject: RE: NPCA
 
Yes, 11:30 is good.  I will plan to go up to Jared’s office with Debbie (assuming she is here).
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:32 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: NPCA
 
Can you join?
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 12:20 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
We’re on for 11:30 tomorrow.  Jared okayed it.  I will ask Abi to get a call-in number.
 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:55 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: RE: NPCA
 
It is Stephanie Kodish. I believe she is with NPCA , national office.
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 11:47 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: NPCA
 
I have moved the tentative meeting time to 11:30.   I’m just waiting to get in to see him to confirm. 
 What is the person’s name, in case he asks?  Thanks.
 








From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen; Anderson, Lea
Cc: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: Notes from Meeting with Enviro Groups
Date: Tuesday, December 10, 2013 4:19:11 PM
Attachments: 2013  12 10 InternalDeliberative Draft..docx


I am attaching some notes I took during our telephone call today with several environmental groups
 during which they articulated their concerns with our supplemental and better than BART
 proposals.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Saracino, Ray
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Notes from today"s NGS call
Date: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:34:52 PM
Attachments: NREL Phase 2 Sub-team agenda and notes 080713.docx


Colleen – My notes, FYI.  - Ray


Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead  |  Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9)  |  75 Hawthorne Street  |  San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361  |  saracino.ray@epa.gov  |  www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange


deleted attachment - duplicate








From: Jordan, Deborah
To: R9-AIR
Cc: Spiegelman, Nina; Moyer, Robert; Lyons, Ann
Subject: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:16:59 PM


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet












From: Stewart  Lori
To: McCabe  Janet
Cc: Atkinson  Emily
Subject: OAR Shout Out
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 10:41:07 AM


Janet, I changed the first word to “yesterday” but if this goes out after today, we can change it back to “Monday.”  I’ll
 leave the redline in your in-box for your reference.


 


************************************************************************************************


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal implementation plan or FIP)
 to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This
 action, under the CAA Regional Haze program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve
 visibility at 11 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce Canyon and
 the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports water movement to the Navajo Nation
 and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands, and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust
 responsibilities are implicated.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I have ever been involved with.


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive analysis and outreach
 with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests.  The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the
 Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including
 DOI’s Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service,
 NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but an alternative developed
 by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives from the Salt River Project, DOI, the Navajo
 Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an
 agreement that formed the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide lower lifetime emissions of
 NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi
 Reservations, held 50 tribal consultations, and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9
 project lead, Anita Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR contributed to the success of this effort. 


Janet


 












There are 2 new clean energy on tribal land groups, one of feds and one of not-feds+NREL
-          Secretary Jewell and Secretary Moniz (apparently after a conversation with Administrator McCarthy and Secretary Vilsack) have formed a tribal energy subgroup of the [I think a WH group


 on Tribal issues but didn t apparently write down the name]  The goal is to support clean energy for Tribes, and they intend to focus first on AZ  They are planning to invite us and Agriculture
 to join the subgroup  We ll need to figure out what that might entail and how to participate


-          There is a group of environmental (EDF, WRA, Grand Canyon Trust), educational (NAU), and power organizations (Western Area Power Administration) and NREL also getting together to
 develop a strategy for how they think DOI should implement all its TWG commitments to encourage clean power  They may go broader than that too – it s not clear  And to my knowledge
 this group doesn t have a name yet  Also, Tracy LeBeau from DOE is now detailed to WAPA


 
Tamara
 












From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: Jordan, Deborah; Adams, Elizabeth
Cc: Drake, Kerry; McKaughan, Colleen; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: OCIR Request for ECOS Meeting -
Date: Monday, March 10, 2014 2:52:42 PM
Attachments: 12 Hot Topics for NGA.DOCX


We will soon get the official request from either ORA or OPA but I wanted to get this going.
 As Teddy mentions below we have some recent bullets (attached) that we put together for
 NGA but none of them were for CA.  These tend to be very high level bullet with no more
 than two sentences per issue.


Let me know if there are hot topics you would like to add to the existing R9 compilation or
 any you would like to delete/update.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar
_____________________________________________
Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov


From: Ryerson.Teddy 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 2:17 PM
To: Maier, Brent; Martynowicz, Trina; Strauss, Alexis
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty;
 Johnson, AudreyL; Hanf, Lisa; Higuchi, Dean; Yogi, David
Subject: RE: OCIR Request for ECOS Meeting - Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17


Yes please go ahead and solicit divisional input per your note.  My one suggestion is to include the
 Hot Topics we submitted for the NGA/WGA in your note to the divisions, and give them the
 opportunity to update as needed.  Thanks!


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 2:10 PM
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Martynowicz, Trina; Strauss, Alexis
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty;
 Johnson, AudreyL; Hanf, Lisa; Higuchi, Dean; Yogi, David
Subject: OCIR Request for ECOS Meeting - Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
Importance: High


Teddy/Trina –


Please see attached note from Andrea Barbery in OCIR and her request for Hot Topic bullets
 for our Region IX States. Since we just went through this exercise for the National Governor
 and Western Governor’s meeting In DC, the attached document includes what Hot Topic
 bullets for Nevada, Arizona, Hawaii, and the Pacific Islands. We will re-use the Hot Topic
 bullets prepared for those States. If you feel there are any new Hot Topic bullets for those
 States that need updating or we wish to add any new bullets, we can certainly do so.


Ø  What we now need to do is add is Hot Topic bullets for California since ECOS will


attachment deleted - duplicate







 be in California and Secretary Rodriquez and Governor Brown who will be
 giving a keynote address will be attending.


 
Please let me know if you are fine with my sending out a call memo to the Divisions to
 provide me their Hot Topic bullets by COB Friday, March 14th for California and I will
 compile and send to you for your review early Monday morning so that we can finalize and
 send to Andrea by COB Monday, March 17th. I would like to send out the call memo to the
 Divisions before I leave the office today if possible.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Monday, March 10, 2014 12:09 PM
To: Gutro, Doug; Melanson, Kate; Miller, Linda; Brown-Perry, Kinshasa; Colip, Matthew; Ferrell, Mark;
 Wise, Allison; Jones-Johnson, Shea; Beckmann, Ronna Erin; Fortin, Denise; Elster, Mark; Assunto,
 Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Schuster, Cindy
Subject: Please update Hot Topics - by Monday, 3/17
 
Good afternoon!
 
Just as soon as I’ve caught up after the flurry of National Governors Association weekend events,
 another meeting looms on the horizon…
 
ECOS will be holding its 2014 Spring Meeting in Sausalito, CA, March 31 – April 2, 2014.  I am pleased
 to report that all 10 EPA Regions will be sending their RAs and/or DRAs, as well as a hearty group of
 senior leadership from HQ.  The Deputy Administrator will be attending and delivering the April 1
 keynote address.
 
I’m beginning to pull items together for the briefing book and will need your hot topics.  Fortunately,
 thanks to all your help with that last month, I think we have the bulk of the work behind us, with just
 a few states to add here and there.  Please take a look at your states’ info in the attached, and let
 me know if there are any updates by next Monday, March 17.
 
To date, there are 44 states represented in the registration, with more likely to trickle in during the
 last week.  You can see the latest agenda here.
 
Thanks,
Andrea Barbery
EPA/Office of Intergovernmental Relations
202-564-1397

















From: Saltman, Tamara
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: REVIEW NEEDED: update to NGS language on budget QfRs
Date: Tuesday, July 30, 2013 6:20:32 AM
Attachments: WHI-004-005 NGS rev TS 073013.docx


hi Janet,


Apparently these have been sitting in OCIR for some time and now have gotten bounced back to us
 for updating. I have added some language re: the proposed alternative from the TWG that Region 9,
 OGC, and the OAQPS staff are fine with. I wanted to give you a chance to take a look before we get
 this back to Becky to (hopefully!) get it on its way.


Tamara


document converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. Added "_1" to 
document name in folder




















Yvonne
 
 
 

































Yvonne
 
 
 





























415-972-3183


From: Adams, Elizabeth 
Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2014 4:59 PM
To: Zimpfer, Amy; Machol, Ben; McKaughan, Colleen; Richmond, Dawn; Rios, Gerardo; Drake, Kerry;
 Kurpius, Meredith; Lakin, Matt; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Steckel, Andrew; Valentine, Stephanie
Cc: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: End of Year summaries- due September 5
 


 











 
 
Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308
 
























 
 
 
 
 
 


   
 


 
 


 


 


 











 


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308












From: Lee, Anita
To: Saltman, Tamara; Lorang, Phil
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Control AL-14-000-2910 regarding BART for NGS
Date: Monday, January 06, 2014 7:43:33 AM
Attachments: AL-14-000-2910.pdf


I believe it was the attached letter


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2014 7:35 AM
To: Lorang, Phil; Lee, Anita
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Control AL-14-000-2910 regarding BART for NGS


What is the letter in response to?


From: Lorang, Phil 
Sent: Friday, December 27, 2013 1:07 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Control AL-14-000-2910 regarding BART for NGS


We added it.


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, December 27, 2013 11:15 AM
To: Lorang, Phil; Heilig, Johnetta
Cc: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: Control AL-14-000-2910 regarding BART for NGS


Thanks Phil for including us in R9 on this.


The letter looks fine to me. But, (just a very minor addition) if it is not too late, I would just
 recommend adding the following sentence to the response letter:


“We have added your letter to the administrative record for our proposed rulemaking on NGS.“


Thanks so much!


Attachment - release in full
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Kris Kiefer 



General Counsel 



Office of Senator Jeff Flake 



202-224-4521 (v) 202-228-0506(f)




Kris_,{iefer@flake.senate.gov 



TO: Laura ''Vaught 



OF: Environmental Protection Agency 



RE; Letter £rom Members of the Arizona Delegation regazdi.ng  BAR.T altemative for 
Navajo Generating Station 



DATE: 12/16/2013 



Message: 



pages Including Cover: 



Tlie tnfarmatlon rontriirted in tltis facsimile is intended only fnr the !ndlvidual or organfzation named above and may 
contain confldertlial or privileged inforneation. If you are not the intended recipient, any copying, distributlon, or 




dissemination of this i,s strictlypmhfbdted. Ifyou have received this transmission in error, please notify as by telephone 
immediately. 



M	 9oSo-9ZZ-ZOZ w81-^ .4ar jowuag;o aowo	 Wd Z£^95Z £60Z/9L/0aa











CarrgrPss of t4r ^"^nifeb ,*tntes 
WASHIIVGTON, I]C 20510 



necember 16, 2013 



The Honorable Gina MeCarthy 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Room 3000 
Washington, D.C. 



RE: EPA 14'ederal lmplementation Plan for Navajo Generating Stution (NGS) 
Docket Nutnbert EPA.R09-OAR-2013-0009 



Dear Administrator MoCarthy: 



We appreciate the opportunity to provide eomrnent on this latest step in the agency's on- 
going regulatory process involving the Navajo Generating Station. 



In its October 2013 supplemental filing, EPA recognized the unique purpoae and hiatory 
ofNGS, as well as the myriad stakeholders that share arn interest in the plant. It is that unique 
role, which was called into question by the far-reachini; impacts of EPA's initial Hest Available 
Retrotit Technology (DART) proposal. 



In response, a Technical Work Group (TWG) of stakehalders, including the Department 
of'the lnterior, crafted an alternative aimed at mitigating the damage EPA's original proposal 
would have intlicted. While there are diverse positions on the actions that have led tts to this 
point as well as some of the elements contained within the TWG alternative, we support the 
overarching objectives of the TWG's better-than-DART proposal:' preserve the federal trust 
responsibility, lionor legally bindinb water settlements, and tnitigate econoniic harm to Ind.ian 
and non-Indian communities, without adding to the federal deFtcit by imposing additional costs 
on taxpayers. 



Givcn the importance of NGS, we hope EPA will carefully consider comments provided 
during the rule malcing process, We further urge EPA to ensure that potential future regulations 
do not render ttie TWG alternative meaningless. 



1 Consistent with EPA's supplenientai tiling nn Qctober 22. 2013, this letter is limited in scope to Appendix 8 of the 
'C'WG agreement, the better-than-DART alternative. It shauld not be construed as a comment on any other provisions 
in the TWG agreetnent, which are unrefeted to EPA's DART detennination. 
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Thank you for your attention to this important issue, and for including these comments in 
the record. As always, we ask that this matter be handled in striet aeeordance w3th agency rules, 
regulations, and ethical guidelfnes,



Sincerely,



1 



A-TN MCCAIN 
United States Senator 



OF6'.S.- ^Zw 
KX PATRI K
	



RON BAR.BER 
Member of Congress	 Member of Congress 



MATT SALM
	



DAV1D SCHWEIKERT 
Member of Congress	 Member of Congress 



^ . ^. ...w..w 



J 
^,..^ 



kviPtN	A
	



UL GO A 
Mem er of Congress	 Member of Congress 



cc:	Anita Lee (AIIt,-2), US EPA, Itegion 9 
EPA Dacicet No. EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009 
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Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Lorang, Phil 
Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 9:58 AM
To: Heilig, Johnetta
Cc: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Subject: Control AL-14-000-2910 regarding BART for NGS
 
Johnetta,
 
Attached is a draft response. It is possible that Anita or Colleen may have comments, if they are
 working on Thursday or Friday.
 
 
 
Phil Lorang, Senior Policy Advisor
Air Quality Policy Division
919-541-5463
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita; Maier, Brent
Cc: Yogi, David; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: Draft Response to Gov. Jan Brewer to Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the


 Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
Date: Thursday, November 07, 2013 1:47:00 PM


I agree.  Thanks, Brent.
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 2:41 PM
To: Maier, Brent; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Yogi, David; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: Draft Response to Gov. Jan Brewer to Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to
 Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
 
Thank you so much for doing that Brent! I think your response letter looks good!
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Thursday, November 07, 2013 1:39 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Yogi, David; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Maier, Brent
Subject: Draft Response to Gov. Jan Brewer to Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to
 Adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS) 
Importance: High
 
Colleen/Anita - 
 
Since we will all be out of the office next week, I have put together a draft response to the
 incoming letter from Gov. Jan Brewer. Please let me know if you have any comments or
 suggested revisions. Since the Governor's letter came in during the open comment period, I
 thank her for the letter and state that her letter will be added to the docket. The due date for a
 draft response with Jared's concurrence is next Friday, November 15th. David Yogi can work
 with Niloufar to finalize the draft and get all needed concurrences up to and including the RA
 before sending electronic file to Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles in OCIR for final review and
 signature by the Administrator. 
 
David - The Congressional yellow folder is on my desk, so please pick it up as this letter goes
 through the concurrence chain. 
 
I will be out of the office on Friday on annual leave, so David will be my backup while I am







 out of the office. 
 
Brent


From: Maier, Brent
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 8:32 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Yogi, David; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared;
 Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Gov. Jan Brewer - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the Technical
 Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
 
All –
 
Please find attached a new incoming letter to EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy urging EPA
 to adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART rule for Navajo Generating Station.
 
Ø  Please note that EPA Region IX is being asked to prepare a draft response for signature


 by Administrator Gina McCarthy. Draft letter will need to be reviewed and concurred
 on up through and including the Regional Administrator before sending final draft
 back to HQ for final review and signature by Administrator Gina McCarthy.


 
Final Draft Response with RA Concurrence Due Date: Friday, November 15, 2013.
 
I will prepare a Congressional yellow folder for this new incoming letter.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a "step forward"
Date: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 8:43:00 AM


I don’t think the timing of the rollout is as important now.


From: Glosson, Niloufar 
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 8:37 AM
To: Saltman, Tamara; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; Adams, Elizabeth
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a 'step forward'


http://www.azcentral.com/news/politics/articles/20130923epa-chief-navajo-generating-station-
plan-step-forward.html


EPA chief: Navajo Generating Station plan a 'step forward' 


azcentral.comWASHINGTON -- The new head of the Environmental Protection Agency said Monday
 she is encouraged by an alternative plan to cut emissions at the 
Navajo 
...


From: Saltman, Tamara
Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2013 7:07:31 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: RE: NGS Communications Strategy - still draft


 
 
 
 
 


Tamara


Tamara Saltman
EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
William Jefferson Clinton Building room 5442Y


All Redactions:  Internal Agency pre-decisional deliberative process







202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov
Learn about air pollution and the Clean Air Act at http://epa.gov/air/caa/ 


From: McKaughan, Colleen 
Sent: Monday, September 23, 2013 9:03 PM
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Saltman, Tamara; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: NGS Communications Strategy - still draft


Hi, Niloufar,


 
 
 


 
 
 
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Cc: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Thursday, September 26, 2013 10:51:00 AM


It reduces NGS’ impact on visibility by 73%. When the different options are in place, there will be a
 73% reduction from all of them.
 


From: PerezSullivan, Margot 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 10:47 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Fw: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
She's correct, right? 
Margot Perez-Sullivan 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   


From: Fonseca, Felicia <ffonseca@ap.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 1:46:22 PM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: RE: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Both would reduce emissions by 73 percent?
 


From: PerezSullivan, Margot [mailto:PerezSullivan.Margot@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 10:46 AM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: Re: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
There were two options in the first proposal.. 
Margot Perez-Sullivan 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   


From: Fonseca, Felicia <ffonseca@ap.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 1:45:10 PM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: RE: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
The EPA’s proposal is the first option, then TWG’s. What’s the third?
 


From: Margot Perez Sullivan [mailto:PerezSullivan.Margot@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:12 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 


For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013







EPA Contact:  Margot Perez-Sullivan, (415) 947-4149, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov


 


EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental
 proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources of
 harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired power plant
 is located on the Navajo Nation, less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near Page, Arizona and the
 Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on eleven
 National Parks and Wilderness Areas.  As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to submit
 alternative scenarios that would achieve greater visibility benefits through different mechanisms. In
 response, a coalition of stakeholders from various sectors developed and submitted to EPA an
 alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates different future ownership
 scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community, Navajo Nation,
 the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the Interior and Western
 Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public
 comment prior to final agency action.  EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to ensure
 that it meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act.  


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and owners
 more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific Southwest. “This is
 good news for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department of
 Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the U.S.
 Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS by 2035, and
 to complete a study on renewable energy options for the plant by the National Renewable Energy
 Laboratory.  The TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental review for NGS will
 consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial
 February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public hearings in
 Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


November 12: Page


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.







Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


November 14: Phoenix


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street


November 15: Tucson


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please go to:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


 ###
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: RE: EPA"s Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
Date: Thursday, September 26, 2013 11:10:00 AM


It has to get greater emission reductions than our BART proposal over the life of the plant to be
 considered better than BART.
 


From: PerezSullivan, Margot 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 11:04 AM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Fw: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Greater than our initial proposal, right? 
Margot Perez-Sullivan 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   


From: Fonseca, Felicia <ffonseca@ap.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 1:51:13 PM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: RE: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
Also, does Jared’s comment mean that the alternate proposal would achieve greater NOx reductions
 than the EPA’s proposal or greater than what’s currently being emitted?
 
 


From: PerezSullivan, Margot [mailto:PerezSullivan.Margot@epa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 10:46 AM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: Re: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
There were two options in the first proposal.. 
Margot Perez-Sullivan 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   


From: Fonseca, Felicia <ffonseca@ap.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 1:45:10 PM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: RE: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 
The EPA’s proposal is the first option, then TWG’s. What’s the third?
 


From: Margot Perez Sullivan [mailto:PerezSullivan.Margot@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2013 3:12 PM
To: Fonseca, Felicia
Subject: EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health
 







For Immediate Release: September 25, 2013


EPA Contact:  Margot Perez-Sullivan, (415) 947-4149, perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov


 


EPA's Latest Proposal for Navajo Generating Station Cuts Emissions, Protects Health


SAN FRANCISCO – Today, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced a supplemental
 proposal to reduce emissions from Navajo Generating Station (NGS), one of the largest sources of
 harmful nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions in the country. The 2,250 megawatt power coal-fired power plant
 is located on the Navajo Nation, less than 20 miles from the Grand Canyon, near Page, Arizona and the
 Utah state line.


On February 5, EPA issued a proposal to reduce by 73 percent the visibility impacts of NGS on eleven
 National Parks and Wilderness Areas.  As part of that proposal, EPA asked the public to submit
 alternative scenarios that would achieve greater visibility benefits through different mechanisms. In
 response, a coalition of stakeholders from various sectors developed and submitted to EPA an
 alternative that establishes a lifetime cap in NOx emissions, accommodates different future ownership
 scenarios, and ensures greater emission reductions than EPA’s initial proposal.


The coalition, known as the Technical Work Group (TWG), is composed of the Central Arizona Water
 Conservation District, the Environmental Defense Fund, the Gila River Indian Community, Navajo Nation,
 the Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement District, the Department of the Interior and Western
 Resources Advocates.


Today’s supplemental proposal adds TWG’s alternative as a third option now available for public
 comment prior to final agency action.  EPA conducted a rigorous review of the TWG alternative to ensure
 that it meets the requirements of the Clean Air Act.  


“These creative alternatives achieve greater emissions reductions at NGS while giving tribes and owners
 more flexibility,” said Jared Blumenfeld, EPA’s Regional Administrator for the Pacific Southwest. “This is
 good news for visitors to national parks and for public health.”


NGS is co-owned by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department of
 Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, Nevada Power Company and Tucson Electric Power. 


Although not formally part of the today’s action, the TWG plan also includes commitments by the U.S.
 Department of the Interior to achieve 80 percent clean energy for the federal share in NGS by 2035, and
 to complete a study on renewable energy options for the plant by the National Renewable Energy
 Laboratory.  The TWG plan also includes a guarantee that the environmental review for NGS will
 consider clean energy generation options.


EPA is requesting comment by January 6, 2014, on today’s supplemental proposal and the initial
 February proposal. The public will have five opportunities to attend open houses and public hearings in
 Arizona during the week of November 12:


November 12: LeChee


Open House/Hearing: 10 a.m. – 1 p.m.


LeChee Chapter House


(Coppermine Road, 3 miles south of Page)


November 12: Page







Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Page High School Cultural Arts Building,


434 Lake Powell Blvd.


November 13: Kykotsmovi Village


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Hopi Day School


Quarter-mile East Main Street


November 14: Phoenix


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 10 p.m.


Phoenix Convention Center


100 North 3rd Street


November 15: Tucson


Open House: 3 p.m. – 5 p.m., Public Hearing: 6 p.m. – 9 p.m.


Pima Community College West Campus


Proscenium Theatre, Center for the Arts Building


(2 miles west of I-10 on St. Mary’s Road)


 For additional information on the proposed rulemaking and opportunities to provide input, please go to:
 http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/index.html#proposed


 ###
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Thanks, Jim
 
 
Jim DeMocker, Director
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Office of Air and Radiation
US EPA (6103a)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC  20460
(202) 564-1673












From: Lyons, Ann
To: Spiegelman, Nina
Cc: Lyons, Ann
Subject: 2013 PARS
Date: Monday, October 28, 2013 2:25:38 PM


I will give you my actual write up later, but here are some things.


For year Oct. 2012 – Oct. 2013:


 


  


   
 
 


 


  


.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


Redactions: Personnel performance reviews not subject to FOIA release












From: Kwok, Frances
To: Adachi, Robert; Adams, Elizabeth; Anderson, Julie; Barhite, Steven; Blumenfeld, Jared; DIAMOND, JANE; Drake,


 Kerry; Edwards, Gina; Gaudario, Abigail; Heller, Zoe; Huetteman, Tom; John, Steven; Johnson, Kathleen;
 Jordan, Deborah; Kabei, Arlene; Keener, Bill; Kemmerer, John; Kwok, Frances; Lindsay, Nancy; Manzanilla,
 Enrique; McCullough, Thomas; McKaughan, Colleen; Meer, Daniel; Miller, Amy; Montgomery, Michael; Moyer,
 Robert; Pratt, Kristen; Ryerson.Teddy; Schultz, Frances; Scott, Jeff; Strauss, Alexis; sun, nelly; Taylor,
 Katherine; Tenley, Clancy; Truong, Carolyn; Woo, Nancy; Zimpfer, Amy; Zito, Kelly


Cc: Wilder, Ceciley; Pon, Lily; Chan, Agnes; Anaya, Mercedes; Devere, David; CHENG, CHRISTINA; Moore, Linda
Subject: AUGUST 26, 2013 WEEKLY REGIONAL REPORT
Date: Friday, August 23, 2013 1:28:13 PM
Attachments: Weekly Report 082613.docx


Frances Kwok
Office of the Regional Administrator
U.S. E.P.A. Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 947-4232
kwok.frances@epa.gov


Converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Maier, Brent
To: Glosson, Niloufar; Stollman, Scott; Hood, Timonie; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Johnson, AudreyL; Meltzer, Kathy
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Martynowicz, Trina; Higuchi, Dean; Barbery, Andrea; Adams, Elizabeth; Jordan, Deborah;


 Diamond, Jane; Gullatt, Kristin; Scott, Jeff; Barhite, Steven; Manzanilla, Enrique; Lindsay, Nancy; Moyer, Robert;
 McCarroll, John; Schultz, Frances; Johnson, Kathleen; Miller, Amy; Hanf, Lisa; Strauss, Alexis; Blumenfeld,
 Jared; Gaudario, Abigail; McKaughan, Colleen


Subject: Action Requested: OCIR Request for Hot Topics for Western Governor"s Association (WGA)
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:13:33 AM


All –


Andrea Barbery in OCIR is requesting Region IX to provide “Hot Topics” for the upcoming
 Western Governors’ Association (WGA) meeting in Colorado on June 10th at which
 Administrator Gina McCarthy will be delivering a keynote address (see message below). I am
 attaching below Andrea’s message Region IX’s previous Hot Topics “bullets” from March
 2014 prepared in preparation for the ECOS meeting for your review and updating with any
 new issues if needed. Andrea is not looking for briefing papers, but rather bullet points as we
 submitted previously.


Ø  Please provide your submittals to me by COB Wednesday, May 28th so that I can
 compile and send to Front Office for final review before sending to Andrea by
 COB Thursday, May 29th as I will be out of the office on CDO on Friday, May
 30th.


Thanks in advance for your assistance with this request. Please give me a call if you have any
 questions or need any additional information.


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Barbery, Andrea 
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:16 AM
To: Assunto, Carmen; Hatch, Sarah; Wood, MelanieL; Maier, Brent; Higuchi, Dean; Schuster,
 Cindy
Cc: Bowles, Jack
Subject: Please send hot topics by Friday, 5/30


Hi all,


On Tuesday, June 10, Administrator McCarthy will be keynoting the Western Governors’
 Association Annual Meeting in Colorado Springs, CO. (See: Draft Agenda)


In preparation for this meeting, please send Hot Topics for your WGA states by next Friday,
 May 30.
















From: Rogers, Faith
To: Fritz, Matthew; KeyesFleming, Gwendolyn; Rupp, Mark; Ganesan, Arvin; Bond, Brian; Reynolds, Thomas;


 Spalding, Curt; Enck, Judith; Garvin, Shawn; Hedman, Susan; Curry, Ron; Brooks, Karl; McGrath, Shaun;
 Blumenfeld, Jared; McLerran, Dennis; Hooks, Craig; Stanislaus, Mathy; McCabe, Janet; Garbow, Avi; Jones, Jim;
 McClendon, Marcus; Martin, KarenL; Hambrick, Amy; Gaber, Noha; Bloomgren, David; Distefano, Nichole;
 Hannon, Arnita; Ingram, Amir; Schaaff, Lesley; Nitsch, Chad; Frank, Joyce; Kime, Robin; Robison, Ryan; Vaught,
 Laura; Reeder, John; Grantham, Nancy; Giles-AA, Cynthia; Kadeli, Lek; Froehlich, Maryann; Abrams, Dan;
 Hanley, Mary; Herckis, Arian; Wynn, Renee; Robinson, Rhonda; Miles, Erin; Fried, Hannah; Davis, Cameron;
 Banister, Beverly; Stewart, Lakita; Nishida, Jane; Rogers, Faith; Stewart, Lori; Smith, Kelley; Baldwin, Mark;
 Tarquinio, Ellen; Fiscus, Taylor; Purnell, Rhonda; Aguirre, Amanda; McTeerToney, Heather; Purchia, Liz; Allen,
 Laura; Lee, Monica; Ragland, Micah; Szaro, Deb; McGowan, Michael; Bellow, Bonnie; Mears, Mary; Clarke,
 Tracy; schafer, joan; White, Terri-A; Jenkins, Brandi; Lincoln, Larry; Rowan, Anne; Taheri, Diane; Gray, David;
 McCorkhill, Michael; Carey, Curtis; Peterson, Mary; Trulove-Cranor, Whitney; Walsh, Ed; Smith, Paula; Zito,
 Kelly; Keener, Bill; Holsman, Marianne; Tyler, Kendra; Morales, Esther; Kenyon, Michael; Kukla, Alison; Johnson,
 Alisha; HicksWhite, Javoyne; Roberts, Martha; Dubin, Noah; Kelley, Jeff; Wiedeman, Allison; Enobakhare,
 Rosemary; Cannon, Phillippa; Simon, Suganthi; Sanders, LaTonya; D"Andrea, Michael; Ali, Mustafa; Fells,
 Sandy; Johnston, Khanna


Subject: Administrator"s Report Submissions for the Week of June 16th
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2014 6:38:34 AM
Attachments: EPA DRAFT Weekly Administrator"s Report 06 16 14 v1.docx


Good morning,
Attached please find the first draft of the Administrator’s Report for the Week of June 16th.   Per
 usual, double check the entries from your office/regions for questions (which are highlighted in
 yellow) and comments.  Please submit any new submissions, revisions, answers to questions, etc. by
 4:00 pm today.    


Note:  Please be sure to send all submissions, revisions, and answers to:  Esther Morales, Hannah
 Fried, and myself.


Thanks,


Faith Rogers
Deputy White House Liaison
Environmental Protection Agency
Desk: 202-564-2446
Cell:  202-909-5500
rogers.faith@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Rogers, Faith
To: Fritz, Matthew; KeyesFleming, Gwendolyn; Rupp, Mark; Ganesan, Arvin; Bond, Brian; Reynolds, Thomas;


 Spalding, Curt; Enck, Judith; Garvin, Shawn; Hedman, Susan; Curry, Ron; Brooks, Karl; McGrath, Shaun;
 Blumenfeld, Jared; McLerran, Dennis; Hooks, Craig; Stanislaus, Mathy; McCabe, Janet; Garbow, Avi; Giles-AA,
 Cynthia; Jones, Jim; Smith, Kelley; Vaught, Laura; McClendon, Marcus; Reeder, John; Frank, Joyce; Martin,
 KarenL; Hambrick, Amy; Gaber, Noha; Kime, Robin; Robison, Ryan; Bloomgren, David; Distefano, Nichole;
 Rupp, Mark; Hannon, Arnita; Ingram, Amir; Schaaff, Lesley; Nitsch, Chad; Frank, Joyce; Gaber, Noha; Kime,
 Robin; Robison, Ryan; Vaught, Laura; Reeder, John; Fritz, Matthew; KeyesFleming, Gwendolyn; Rupp, Mark;
 Ganesan, Arvin; Bond, Brian; Grantham, Nancy; Giles-AA, Cynthia; Kadeli, Lek; Froehlich, Maryann; Abrams,
 Dan; Hanley, Mary; Herckis, Arian; Wynn, Renee; Robinson, Rhonda; Miles, Erin; Fried, Hannah; Davis,
 Cameron; Banister, Beverly; Stewart, Lakita; Nishida, Jane; Purnell, Rhonda; Rogers, Faith; Stewart, Lori; Smith,
 Kelley; Baldwin, Mark; Tarquinio, Ellen; Fiscus, Taylor; Purnell, Rhonda; Aguirre, Amanda; McTeerToney,
 Heather; Purchia, Liz; Allen, Laura; Lee, Monica; Ragland, Micah; Szaro, Deb; McGowan, Michael; Bellow,
 Bonnie; Mears, Mary; Clarke, Tracy; schafer, joan; White, Terri-A; Jenkins, Brandi; Lincoln, Larry; Rowan, Anne;
 Taheri, Diane; Gray, David; McCorkhill, Michael; Carey, Curtis; Peterson, Mary; Trulove-Cranor, Whitney; Walsh,
 Ed; Smith, Paula; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Holsman, Marianne; Tyler, Kendra; Morales, Esther


Subject: Administrator"s Report Submissions for the Week of June 9th
Date: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 3:50:40 PM
Attachments: 140624 EPA DRAFT Weekly Administrator"s Report 06 30 14 v1.docx


Good afternoon,


Attached please find the first draft of the Administrator’s Report for the Week of June 30th.  
 Per usual, double check the entries from your office/regions for questions (which are
 highlighted in yellow) and comments.  Please submit any new submissions, revisions,
 answers to questions, etc. by 4:00 pm tomorrow afternoon.     


Note:  Please be sure to send all submissions, revisions, and answers to:  Esther Morales, Hannah
 Fried, and myself.


Thanks,


Faith Rogers
Deputy White House Liaison
Environmental Protection Agency
Desk: 202-564-2446
Cell:  202-909-5500
rogers.faith@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Wilder, Ceciley
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Air Division Weekly Report for Week Ending June 27
Date: Friday, June 27, 2014 10:50:11 AM
Attachments: June 27 RA weekly.docx


Ceciley Elizabeth Wilder
U.S. EPA, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-947-4143


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: Maier, Brent; Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Salazar, Matt; sun, nelly; Martynowicz, Trina; Gaudario, Abigail;


 LEONIDO-JOHN, STEVEN; Keener, Bill
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Adams, Elizabeth
Subject: Air Division Weekly for week ending July 4
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 12:35:10 PM
Attachments: July 4 RA weekly final.docx


Air Division’s weekly is attached.


Thanks,
- - Niloufar


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson niloufar@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Adams, Elizabeth
To: Ryerson.Teddy; Zito, Kelly
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Keener, Bill; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Air Division weekly for Nov 22
Date: Thursday, November 21, 2013 5:18:28 PM
Attachments: November 22.doc


Here is our weekly. Please let me know if you need any additional information


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Air Division"s Internal Weekly Report - Week ending June 6
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 2:39:23 PM
Attachments: June 6 weekly internal.docx


Please see attached.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: R9-AIR
Subject: Air Division"s Internal Weekly
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2014 12:36:22 PM
Attachments: July 4 Internal weekly final.docx


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Glosson, Niloufar
To: Zimpfer, Amy; Steckel, Andrew; Machol, Ben; McKaughan, Colleen; Jordan, Deborah; Adams, Elizabeth; Rios,


 Gerardo; Drake, Kerry; Kurpius, Meredith; Lakin, Matt; BANDROWSKI, MIKE; Glosson, Niloufar; Valentine,
 Stephanie


Cc: Maier, Brent; Kwok, Frances; Zito, Kelly; Salazar, Matt; sun, nelly; Richmond, Dawn; John, Steven; Martynowicz,
 Trina; Rangel, Maria; Gaudario, Abigail; Keener, Bill


Subject: Air Division"s Weekly Report to the RA - Week ending June 6
Date: Thursday, June 05, 2014 2:36:35 PM
Attachments: June 6 weekly RA.docx


Please see attached.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release folder








From: Adams, Elizabeth
To: Heller, Zoe
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Glosson, Niloufar; Drake, Kerry; Zimpfer, Amy; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Air Division"s strategic plans
Date: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 5:12:52 PM
Attachments: Energy Strategic Plan Tracking - Nov 5 2013.xlsx


final Air Division Strategic Plan Tracking - energy separate nov 5 2013.xlsx


Hi Zoe- Mike Bandrowski has sent you the SJV Strategic Plan in a separate email.  Here are the Air
 Division’s strategic plan and the Regional Energy Strategic plan.  Please let me know if you have any
 questions or need any additional information.


Thanks,
Elizabeth


Elizabeth J. Adams
Deputy Director Air Division
US EPA Region 9
work 415-972-3183
cell: 415-297-4308


Deleted "energy" attachment - not responsive. Converted to PDF only portions of "air" spreadsheet that 
were responsive and deleted from here.








From: COYLE, BRIDGET
To: Drake, Kerry; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Powelson, Jack
Subject: Alexis"s comments on the NGS Honor Award nomination
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 4:45:47 PM
Attachments: Navajo Generating Station Edits.PDF


Hi Kerry and Colleen-


I know you both are out, but wanted to share the scanned version of Alexis’s edits for
 your NGS honor award nomination. I left the original version on Kerry’s chair today.
 Please make your edits and resubmit to me/Jack by 12/2 at the latest. We need to
 prepare the final version for Debbie and Jared’s signature in order to make the final
 mailing deadline of 12/5. Thank you so much for your help. Call me/Jack if you have
 any questions- we both will be in all week with the exception of Thursday. Ciao!


-Bridget Coyle
Human Capital Officer
US EPA Region 9
(415) 947-4286


From: Powelson, Jack 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:55 PM
To: COYLE, BRIDGET
Subject: FW: Honor Award EDITS scanned
Importance: High


From: Dechi, Danny 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Powelson, Jack
Subject: Honor Award EDITS


Danny
Danny Dechi
Staff-Tech, Inc.
Phone (415) 972-3837
Cubicle 15233


Deleted attachment - duplicate
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From: Stewart, Lori
To: Powers, Tom
Cc: McMichael, Nate; Drinkard, Andrea
Subject: Draft NGS shout out
Date: Monday, July 28, 2014 11:25:28 AM
Attachments: NGS Shout Out.docx


Tom, here is the draft shout out.  Any suggestions/additions are welcome.


Nate, don’t worry about this out in Denver.  I’ll get into Janet this evening.  Thanks.


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release 
folder








From: Maier, Brent
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita
Cc: Yogi, David; Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Maier, Brent
Subject: Draft Response to Gov. Jan Brewer to Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the Technical


 Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)
Date: Thursday, November 07, 2013 1:39:06 PM
Attachments: Control Information for AL-14-000-0853.pdf


Gov. Jan Brewer - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator McCarthy Urging EPA to Adopt Technical Working Group
 Proposal for BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station - AL-14-000-0853.pdf
The Honorable Janice Brewer - EPA Response to Incoming Letter on NGS.docx


Colleen/Anita - 


Since we will all be out of the office next week, I have put together a draft response to the
 incoming letter from Gov. Jan Brewer. Please let me know if you have any comments or
 suggested revisions. Since the Governor's letter came in during the open comment period, I
 thank her for the letter and state that her letter will be added to the docket. The due date for a
 draft response with Jared's concurrence is next Friday, November 15th. David Yogi can work
 with Niloufar to finalize the draft and get all needed concurrences up to and including the RA
 before sending electronic file to Josh Lewis and Jack Bowles in OCIR for final review and
 signature by the Administrator. 


David - The Congressional yellow folder is on my desk, so please pick it up as this letter goes
 through the concurrence chain. 


I will be out of the office on Friday on annual leave, so David will be my backup while I am
 out of the office. 


Brent


From: Maier, Brent
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 8:32 AM
To: Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Keener, Bill; Zito, Kelly; Glosson, Niloufar; Yogi, David; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared;
 Gaudario, Abigail
Subject: Gov. Jan Brewer - Incoming Letter to EPA Administrator Urging EPA to Adopt the Technical
 Work Group Alternative in BART Rule for Navajo Generating Station (NGS)


All –


Please find attached a new incoming letter to EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy urging EPA
 to adopt the Technical Work Group Alternative in BART rule for Navajo Generating Station.


Ø  Please note that EPA Region IX is being asked to prepare a draft response for signature
 by Administrator Gina McCarthy. Draft letter will need to be reviewed and concurred
 on up through and including the Regional Administrator before sending final draft
 back to HQ for final review and signature by Administrator Gina McCarthy.


Final Draft Response with RA Concurrence Due Date: Friday, November 15, 2013.


I will prepare a Congressional yellow folder for this new incoming letter.


Word document converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder. all other attachments - release 
in full







 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 










Citizen Information



Citizen/Originator: Brewer, Janice K
Organization: N/A
Address: 1700 West Washington St, Phoenix, AR 85007



Constituent: N/A
Committee: N/A Sub-Committee: N/A



Control Information



Control Number: AL-14-000-0853 Alternate Number: N/A
Status: Pending Closed Date: N/A
Due Date: Nov 15, 2013 # of Extensions: 0
Letter Date: Oct 21, 2013 Received Date: Oct 31, 2013
Addressee: AD-Administrator Addressee Org: EPA
Contact Type: LTR (Letter) Priority Code: Normal
Signature: AD-Administrator Signature Date: N/A
File Code: 404-141-02-01_141_a(2) Copy of Controlled and Major Correspondence Record of the EPA



Administrator and other senior officials - Electronic.
Subject: URGE EPA TO ADOPT THE TECHNICAL WORK GROUP (TWG) ALTERNATIVE IN THE



FINAL BEST AVAILABLE RETROFIT TECHNOLOGY (BART) RULE
Instructions: GOV- Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions or concerns, please



contact me or your staff may call Mark Rupp, Deputy Associate Administrator for
Intergovernmental Relations, at 202-564-7178



Instruction Note: N/A
General Notes: N/A
CC: Andrea Barbery - OCIR



Anna Raymond - OCIR
Jack Bowles - OCIR
R9 - Region 9 - Immediate Office



Lead Information



Lead Author: N/A



Lead Assignments:



Assigner Office Assignee Assigned Date Due Date Complete Date



Cassaundra
Eades



OCIR R9 Nov 1, 2013 Nov 15, 2013 N/A



Instruction:
N/A



Supporting Information



Supporting Author: N/A



Supporting Assignments:



Assigner Office Assignee Assigned Date



No Record Found.
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History



Action By Office Action Date



Cassaundra
Eades



OCIR Assign OAR as lead office Oct 31, 2013



Gloria Hammond OAR Accepted the group assignment Nov 1, 2013



Gloria Hammond OAR Assign OAR-OAQPS as lead office Nov 1, 2013



Jean Walker OAR-OAQPS Accepted the group assignment Nov 1, 2013



Jean Walker OAR-OAQPS Assign OAR-OAQPS-AQPD as lead office Nov 1, 2013



Johnetta Heilig OAR-OAQPS-AQPD Accepted the group assignment Nov 1, 2013



Johnetta Heilig OAR-OAQPS-AQPD Sent to Jean Walker for Reassignment Request Nov 1, 2013



Jean Walker OAR-OAQPS Sent to Gloria Hammond for Reassignment Request Nov 1, 2013



Gloria Hammond OAR Sent to Cassaundra Eades for Reassignment Request Nov 1, 2013



Cassaundra
Eades



OCIR Request for Reassignment Approved Nov 1, 2013



Cassaundra
Eades



OCIR Assign R9 as lead office Nov 1, 2013



Comments



Commentator Comment Date



Johnetta Heilig Ressign to Region 9 Colleen
McKaughan



Nov 1, 2013



Jean Walker Ressign to Region 9 Colleen
McKaughan



Nov 1, 2013



Gloria Hammond Please reassign this Control to Re-
gion 9, attention Colleen McKaughan
for action.



Nov 1, 2013



Correspondence Management System
Control Number: AL-14-000-0853
Printing Date: November 05, 2013 11:14:53



Page 2 of 2













. 1	«
a• 



STATE OF ARIZONA 
JANICE K. BREWER	 EXECUTIVE OFFICE 



GOVERNOR



October 21, 2013 



The 1-lonorable Gina McCarthy 
Administrator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W 
Washington, D.C. 20004 



RF,: EPA-R09-OAR-2013-0009 



Dear Administrator McCarthy: 



I am encouraged by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) recently issued 
Supplemental Proposal as part of the Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) rule for the 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS). The Supplemental Proposal appears to adopt in large part a 
proposal submitted by the Technical Working Group (TWG) on July 26, 2013 (TWG 
Alternative). I believe the TWG Alternative is the best path forward to ensuring that the millions 
of Arizona citizens who rely on NGS will benefit from that 'continued operation of this critical 
resource. 



I have written your agency in the past regarding the importance of NGS, requesting that the EPA 
seek reasonable approaches that balance economic stability with environmental concerns in this 
rulemaking process. In February, the EPA issued an initial proposed BART rule for NGS. The 
NGS participants have already — and voluntarily — installed state-of-the art technology, at a cost 
of inore than $40 million, to reduce emissions to levels that are even lower than the applicable 
presumptive BART limit. In my opinion, this should have been enough to address visibility 
concerns in the region. Yet, EPA's proposed BART rule would require the installation of 
additional controls as early as 2018 at an estimated cost of $500 million to $1.1 billion without 
any scientific evidence that the controls will result in appreciable gains in visibility. Even 
though the EPA's proposal provides credit for the voluntary early installation of controls and 
extends the schedule to 2021-2023, significant concerns remain about the continued operation of 
the plant. 



Faced with the significanf challenges presented by the proposed rule, the Salt River Project 
(SRP), other owners of the plant and the Central Arizona Project (CAP) investigated other 
options. Together with the Environmental Defense Fund, U.S. Department of the Interior, the 
Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community and Western Resource Advocates, this 
Technical Work Group (TWG) reached a compromise. This alternative, known as the TWG 
BART (Proposal), provides greater emission reductions than EPA's proposal. Further, it protects 
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The Honorable Gina McCarthy 
October 21, 2013 
Page 2 



the future operation of NGS and the interests of Arizona's citizens who rely on the plant for 
affordable and reliable water and power. 



The Proposal accommodates the announced departures from the plant of two of the NGS owners 
— the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power and NV Energy. In addition, it protects the 
interests of the electric customers of SRP, Arizona Public Service and Tucson Electric Power by 
leaving their ownership interests unchanged and extends the requirement to install costly 
technologies until 2030. This timing allows CAP to lessen the cost impacts for all of its 
customers through extended financing, including agricultural customers who take CAP water. 



The Proposal extends the timing for the uncertainties associated with the multi-year National 
Environmental Policy Act process. Further, it permits the plant site lease and other agreements 
to be resolved prior to the owners being required to make significant capital investrnents i.n 
advanced emissions control technology. Additionally, the Proposal benefits affected Arizona 
Indian Tribes through the Bureau of Reclamation's commitment to address concerns about the 
impacts of the proposed changes to NGS and financial considerations for mitigating costs for 
CAP water. Lastly, it provides CAP the ability to continue meeting its repayment obligation to 
the federal government for construction of the system. 



In summary, the TWG BART Proposal provides a responsible solution for Arizona that balances 
the need for meeting the visibility goals of the Clean Air Act while protecting vital power and 
water supplies. Additionally, it provides certainty to the plant operators through a clear and 
defined regulatory path forward. Ultimately, it protects critical sources of revenue and 
employment for stakeholders throughout the state, including the Navajo Nation and the Hopi 
Tribe. 



Given the importance of NGS to the State of Arizona, I am encouraged that EPA has taken steps 
to approve the TWG Alternative as a"better than BART" solution. I urge EPA to adopt the 
TWG Alternative in the final BART rule for NGS. 



Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 



Sincerely, 



. ^ 
Janice K. Brewer 
Governor 



cc: The Honorable Sally Jewell, Secretary of Interior 
The Honorable Jared Blumenfeld, EPA Region 9 
Arizona Congressional Delegation
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From: Spiegelman, Nina
To: Moyer, Robert
Subject: Draft partial list
Date: Monday, October 28, 2013 6:26:00 PM
Attachments: Draft Partial List of Accomplishments.docx


Attachment deleted- duplicate





















To: Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Cc: Jordan, Deborah; Saltman, Tamara; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: NGS Communications Strategy - still draft
 
Hi, Niloufar,
 


 
 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 


 


 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Jordan, Deborah; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: Editorial on NGS
Date: Monday, October 21, 2013 11:17:19 AM


An editorial (consistent with SRP’s message this morning about their work to group to write op/eds).
 I highlighted a few “interesting” parts. Was pleasantly surprised to see that the editorial is now
 quoting the correct cost of hundreds of millions, instead of 1.1 billion!
 
http://azcapitoltimes.com/news/2013/10/21/epa-should-go-with-option-to-keep-navajo-generating-
station-open/
 


         ARIZONA CAPITOL TIMES > OPINION > LETTERS TO THE EDITOR > EPA SHOULD GO WITH OPTION TO
 KEEP NAVAJO GENERATING STATION OPEN


EPA should go with option to keep Navajo
 Generating Station open
By Guest Opinion
Published: October 21, 2013 at 9:08 am
Share on printShare on email
2
Signals from the Environmental Protection Agency that the agency is taking a positive view
 of Salt River Project’s and other stakeholders’ proposal to keep the Navajo Generating
 Station near Page operating is good news for Arizona utility ratepayers.
The Navajo Generating Station provides electricity to more than a million homes in the
 Southwest and is the main source of energy needed to move much of our state’s water
 supply across Arizona. The plant provides much-needed jobs to the Navajo Nation and is
 an economic engine for the state.
Those jobs were placed at risk when the EPA presented owners of the power plant with two
 undesirable options: Spend hundreds of millions of dollars to install technology at the
 plant in hopes that it would have a substantive effect on visibility at the Grand Canyon and
 pass muster with the feds, or begin to take the plant offline.
So give credit to SRP and the varied interests in a technical working group for arriving at a
 responsible alternative that put aside their own agendas to reach an agreement that not
 only protects the Grand Canyon, but a valuable energy resource as well.
The working group, which included representatives from SRP, the Navajo Nation, Central
 Arizona Project, the Environmental Defense Fund, Western Resource Advocates, the U.S.
 Department of the Interior and the Gila River Indian Community, resisted a polarizing
 approach and ultimately developed a proposal that exceeds the EPA’s emission-cutting
 results, but avoids shutting down the plant.
The agreement is not perfect. Although it might be the regulatory equivalent of kissing your
 sister, it does serve the best interest of all Arizonans.
The EPA should adopt the plan and keep the Navajo Generating Station open and the jobs
 that come with it thriving.
— Glenn Hamer, president/CEO, Arizona Chamber of Commerce and Industry.


Read more: http://azcapitoltimes.com/news/2013/10/21/epa-should-go-with-option-to-keep-navajo-generating-
station-open/#ixzz2iNiBMwux
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD







Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












_____________________________________________
From: Goo, Michael
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 6:51 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Hooks, Craig; Froehlich, Maryann; Vaught, Laura; Giles-AA, Cynthia; Wynn, Renee;
 Mallory, Brenda; DePass, Michelle; Elkins, Arthur; Jones, Jim; Kadeli, Lek; Stanislaus, Mathy; Stoner,
 Nancy; Spalding, Curt; Enck, Judith; Garvin, Shawn; Meiburg, Stan; Hedman, Susan; Curry, Ron; Brooks,
 Karl; McGrath, Shaun; Blumenfeld, Jared; McLerran, Dennis
Cc: Cristofaro, Alexander; Schaaff, Lesley; Pritchard, Eileen; Schillo, Bruce; Kime, Robin; Barron, Alex;
 Kenny, Shannon; Kopocis, Ken; DAA; DRA
Subject: Draft September-October 60-day List for Your Review and Comment







Thanks very much


- Michael












From: Mogharabi  Nahal
To: Keener  Bill; Gaudario  Abigail; Barkett  Bonnie; Maier  Brent; Higuchi  Dean; Reyes  Deldi; DIAMOND  JANE; Blumenfeld  Jared; Jordan  Deborah; Johnson  Kathleen;


 Manzanilla  Enrique; PerezSullivan  Margot; Glosson  Niloufar; Harris-Bishop  Rusty; Scott  Jeff; John  Steven; Strauss  Alexis; Ryerson.Teddy; McCullough  Thomas;
 Glenn  William; Hudnall  Patricia; Lindsay  Nancy; Barhite  Steven; Zito  Kelly; Miller  Amy; Heller  Zoe; Ford  Margaret; Henderson  Alita; COHEN  Deborra; Blazej
 Nova; Pratt  Kristen; Marincola  JamesPaul; Woo  Nancy; Kemmerer  John; Meltzer  Kathy; Plenys  Thomas; Hanf  Lisa; Yogi  David; Tenley  Clancy; Meer  Daniel;
 Salyer  Kathleen; Montgomery  Michael; Hood  Timonie; BARBOZA  ANA-GILDA; Mogharabi  Nahal


Subject: End of Day -- July 26, 2013
Date: Friday, July 26, 2013 5:01:23 PM


Have a great weekend!


MEDIA
=============================================================================================
California Energy Markets:  Reporter John Edwards wanted a statement from EPA regarding the alternative proposal for the
 Navajo Generating Station from the Technical Working Group.  Sent desk statement.  (V) AIR.  CLOSED.  Rusty Harris-Bishop


Cronkite News Service:  Reporter Emily Eaton wanted a statement from EPA regarding the alternative proposal for the Navajo
 Generating Station from the Technical Working Group.  Sent desk statement.  (V) AIR.  CLOSED.  Rusty Harris-Bishop


Nahal Mogharabi
Public Affairs Specialist
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Los Angeles
D: 213-244-1815| C: 213-514-4361| E:mogharabi.nahal@epa.gov   


Redactions:  Non-responsive






































From: Zito  Kelly
To: Zito  Kelly; Glenn  William; Keener  Bill; Gaudario  Abigail; Barkett  Bonnie; Maier  Brent; Higuchi  Dean; Reyes  Deldi; Diamond  Jane; Blumenfeld  Jared; Jordan


 Deborah; Johnson  Kathleen; Manzanilla  Enrique; PerezSullivan  Margot; Mogharabi  Nahal; Glosson  Niloufar; Harris-Bishop  Rusty; Scott  Jeff; John  Steven;
 Strauss  Alexis; Ryerson.Teddy; McCullough  Thomas; Hudnall  Patricia; Lindsay  Nancy; Barhite  Steven; Miller  Amy; Heller  Zoe; Ford  Margaret; Henderson  Alita;
 COHEN  Deborra; Blazej  Nova; Pratt  Kristen; Marincola  JamesPaul; Woo  Nancy; Kemmerer  John; Meltzer  Kathy; Plenys  Thomas; Hanf  Lisa; Yogi  David; Tenley
 Clancy; Meer  Daniel; Salyer  Kathleen; Montgomery  Michael; Hood  Timonie; Schultz  Frances; Stollman  Scott


Subject: End of Day -- November 26, 2013
Date: Tuesday, November 26, 2013 5:53:04 PM


MEDIA
=============================================================================================


Arizona Daily Sun: Reporter Charlie Lehman had questions on TWG make-up and Navajo Generating Station. Coordinated with
 Air, sent responses – CLOSED Contact: Margot Perez-Sullivan


=============================================================================================


Redactions:   Non-responsive




















Congressional Outreach on Navajo Generating Station Public Hearings: Brent Maier shared a media advisory with the entire Arizona
 Congressional staff and State Legislators regarding the series of public hearings for Navajo Generating Station next week. Brent requested
 that staff let me know in advance if any Congressional or State Legislative Member and/or their staff plan to attend any or all of the public
 hearings to provide comments and asked that they send their name and Congressional and/or State Legislative office represented and
 which hearing(s) they plan to attend. The open house and public hearing schedule will take place at the following locations: LeChee
 Chapter House (Navajo Nation); Page High School Cultural Arts Building; Hopi Day School; Phoenix Convention Center; and the Proscenium
 Theatre, Pima Community College West Campus, in Tucson. Brent received a subsequent inquiry from Debbie Lesko, Chairman, Committee
 on Ways & Means, in the Arizona House of Representatives as to how she could submit written comments. Brent let Ms. Lasko know that
 there are a few different ways to submit written comments which are listed on the right-hand side of the page at the following EPA
 website link:  http://www.epa.gov/region9/air/navajo/ 


 
 
 





























San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Marks, Matthew 
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2013 10:49 AM
To: Jones, Rhea; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Johnson, Yvonne W
Subject: RE: ACTION: Climate Hearing Prep for Administrator - due Thursday
 
Rhea this looks fine, but you should add the dates for Washington to the section on unfinished
 actions.
________________________________________________
Matthew C. Marks
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of General Counsel
Air and Radiation Law Office
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC  20460
T:  202-564-3276
E:  marks.matthew@epa.gov
 


From: Jones, Rhea 
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2013 1:44 PM
To: Marks, Matthew; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Johnson, Yvonne W
Subject: FW: ACTION: Climate Hearing Prep for Administrator - due Thursday
Importance: High
 
Hi all,
 
Per the request below, I’m asking for your help with a few line item updates to the attached pager. 
 Please forgive me for the timing- -my division office is asking for a draft today.  Let me know what
 you can do.  R9 folks, we just need a summary of RH actions/status for NGS and Four Corners.  They
 can be high level, consistent with the other entries.  Matt, as we discussed, please double check my
 updates using your insights. 
 
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions!
 


From: Johnson, Yvonne W 
Sent: Wednesday, September 04, 2013 1:09 PM
To: Jones, Rhea; Kornylak, Vera S.
Cc: Santiago, Juan; Mathias, Scott
Subject: ACTION: Climate Hearing Prep for Administrator - due Thursday
Importance: High
 
 




















 
 
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Marks, Matthew 
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2013 10:49 AM
To: Jones, Rhea; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Johnson, Yvonne W
Subject: RE: ACTION: Climate Hearing Prep for Administrator - due Thursday
 
Rhea this looks fine, but you should add the dates for Washington to the section on unfinished
 actions.
________________________________________________
Matthew C. Marks
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of General Counsel
Air and Radiation Law Office
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC  20460
T:  202-564-3276
E:  marks.matthew@epa.gov
 


From: Jones, Rhea 
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2013 1:44 PM
To: Marks, Matthew; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Johnson, Yvonne W
Subject: FW: ACTION: Climate Hearing Prep for Administrator - due Thursday
Importance: High
 
Hi all,
 
Per the request below, I’m asking for your help with a few line item updates to the attached pager. 
 Please forgive me for the timing- -my division office is asking for a draft today.  Let me know what
 you can do.  R9 folks, we just need a summary of RH actions/status for NGS and Four Corners.  They
 can be high level, consistent with the other entries.  Matt, as we discussed, please double check my
 updates using your insights. 
 
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions!





































Air Division
 
Navajo Generating Station (NGS) - Proposed Federal Implementation Plan (FIP)
Sen. Tom Udall (D-NM) – (Note: For Navajo Nation Issues
 Only)                                                                                     
 
Water Division
 


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 












From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah; Adams, Elizabeth; Drake, Kerry
Subject: FW: Alexis"s comments on the NGS Honor Award nomination
Date: Monday, December 01, 2014 2:23:00 PM
Attachments: Navajo Generating Station Edits.PDF


Gold Writeup-NGS-2014.incorporating AS" comments..docx


Hi, Debbie and Elizabeth,


Here is a new version of the award writeup with Alexis’ changes incorporated. I included the scanned
 version of her comments for your information. The only change I did not make was the one where
 she discussed the TWG alternative. She thought we (EPA and TWG) worked together on it, and we
 did not. You might want to review that bullet. Let me know if you want any more changes.


Colleen


From: COYLE, BRIDGET 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 5:46 PM
To: Drake, Kerry; McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Powelson, Jack
Subject: Alexis's comments on the NGS Honor Award nomination
Importance: High


Hi Kerry and Colleen-


I know you both are out, but wanted to share the scanned version of Alexis’s edits for
 your NGS honor award nomination. I left the original version on Kerry’s chair today.
 Please make your edits and resubmit to me/Jack by 12/2 at the latest. We need to
 prepare the final version for Debbie and Jared’s signature in order to make the final
 mailing deadline of 12/5. Thank you so much for your help. Call me/Jack if you have
 any questions- we both will be in all week with the exception of Thursday. Ciao!


-Bridget Coyle
Human Capital Officer
US EPA Region 9
(415) 947-4286


From: Powelson, Jack 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:55 PM
To: COYLE, BRIDGET
Subject: FW: Honor Award EDITS scanned
Importance: High


From: Dechi, Danny 
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2014 3:49 PM


PDF attachment moved to Partial Release folder and deleted from here. 
Word attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See partial 
release folder







To: Powelson, Jack
Subject: Honor Award EDITS
 
 
 
Danny
Danny Dechi
Staff-Tech, Inc.
Phone (415) 972-3837
Cubicle 15233
 




















Please see the attached memo and the following attachments outlining the request for FY 2015
 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings Fact Sheets. 


If you have any questions regarding this memorandum or require additional information, please
 contact your Media Analyst or Talitha Lindo at 202-564-3964.


Talitha Lindo
Program Analyst
OCFO Office of Budget
Formulation Team
202-564-3964












From: PerezSullivan, Margot
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
Date: Friday, November 15, 2013 3:58:46 PM


Are we saying sometime in the new year for a final determination?
 
Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   
 
From: PerezSullivan, Margot 
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2013 3:58 PM
To: 'Tori Schneider'
Subject: RE: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
 
Thanks Jim.  I will ask about a final decision and let you know.
 
Margot Perez-Sullivan
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
D: 415.947.4149 C: 415.412.1115 E:perezsullivan.margot@epa.gov   
 
From: Tori Schneider [mailto:coyoterunner222@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 15, 2013 8:59 AM
To: PerezSullivan, Margot
Subject: EPA decision on Navajo Generating Station Date?
 
Hi Margot.  We may have spoken last year regarding the BART Rule and the NGS while I
 was News Director for Lake Powell Communications in Page.  I am now managing
 www.pagelakepowellnews.com in Page and was hoping you could tell me when the projected
 date is for the final decision by EPA on which proposal to go with:  the initial EPA BART
 rule or the alternative being proposed by NGS and considered by the Technical Working
 Group?  Thank you so much and please add my contact info to your media release list on
 NGS.  Have a great day!
 
Jim Wagoner
www.pagelakepowellnews.com
Cell: (303) 905-9225





















From: Zimpfer, Amy
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Cc: Saracino, Ray; Machol, Ben; Lee, Anita; Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: FW: Follow-up materials from today"s ca l with Representative Barber"s staff regarding EPA"s proposed Clean Power Plan
Date: Monday, June 09, 2014 4:09:36 PM
Attachments: Input from APS 120213.pdf


Input from ADEQ Framing Questions 121713.pdf
Input from SRP Responses to Fram ng Quest ons 121713.pdf
Input from SRP Cover Letter 121713.pdf
Input from AZ Utility Group 121313.pdf
Input from Salt River Project 111213 pdf


Colleen,
FYI, Barber s office asked for information about the outreach we did last fall and input we received   Also, they asked about impact on Apache Generating Station and Rural Electric
 cooperatives   Basic response is:  the state will have flexibility in developing their plan
Amy


Amy Zimpfer, Associate Director
USEPA, Region 9, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 94105
zimpfer.amy@epa.gov  + 1.415.947.4146


NOTICE  This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information.  If you are not the intended recipient, or be ieve that you have received this communication in error, please do not print, copy, retransmit, disseminate, or otherwise use the information.  Also, please
 indicate to the sender that you have received this communication in error, and delete the copy you received.


From: Saracino, Ray 
Sent: Monday, June 09, 2014 3 59 PM
To: Maier, Brent
Cc: Machol, Ben; Zimpfer, Amy
Subject: Follow-up materials from today's call with Representative Barber's staff regarding EPA's proposed Clean Power Plan


Brent –


Attached are the input letters we received last fall/winter from Arizona utilities and ADEQ   We didn t get anything specific from Tucson Electric, but they are one of the utilities in the “AZ
 Utilities Group” letter


Please let me know if you have any questions


- Ray


Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead  |  Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9)  |  75 Hawthorne Street  |  San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361  |  saracino ray@epa gov  |  www epa gov/region9/climatechange
___
For the latest on EPA's actions to reduce carbon pollution from power plants click here  


Release all documents in full






























































































































































Mzona Electric-
PowerCooperoflve, inc.
A Touchsknc Enry Uoopcr.iiiw



TEP iiiiioorcêEnergy
Tucson Electric Power SERVICES



Sent via Certified Mail



December 13, 2013



Ms. Deborah Jordan



Director, Air Division, Region 9



United States Environmental Protection Agency



75 Hawthorne Street



San Francisco, CA 94105



RE: Arizona Utilities Group’s Comments on the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)



Greenhouse Gas Framework Questions



Dear Ms. Jordan,



The Arizona Utilities Group (AUG) appreciates this opportunity to provide input to EPA related



to the four framework questions that the agency has posed related to the regulation of



greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from existing fossil fuel-fired power plants.



The AUG is an ad hoc, unincorporated association of individual electric utilities, including



Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, Arizona Public Service Company, Salt River Project



Agricultural Improvement and Power District, Tucson Electric Power Company, and UniSource



Energy Services. The AUG participates on behalf of its members in Clean Air Act (CAA)



proceedings that may affect its members. As this proposal will have a direct and lasting impact



on existing power plants for each of AUG’s members, the attached document outlines











Letter to Ms. Deborah Jordan



December 13, 2013



Page 2



important items that EPA should consider as it moves forward with developing emissions



guidelines under Section 111(d) of the CAA.



The AUG looks forward to working coilaboratively with EPA to develop a reasonable set of



guidelines that are both achievable and cost-effective, if you have any questions regarding the



information contained in this attachment or if you would like to schedule a meeting with AUG



members to discuss these issues in more detail, please contact Kara Montalvo at (602) 236-



5256 or by email at Kara.Montaivo@srpnet.com.



Sincerely,



Jame—A1drew Charles Spell



Arizona Electric Power Cooperative Arizona Public Service Company



Kara Montalvo Erik Bakken



Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement Tucson Electric Power Company and



and Power District UniSource Energy Services



cc: Amy Zimpfer, EPA Region 9



Colleen McKaughan, EPA Region 9



Janet McCabe, EPA



Joseph Goffman, EPA



Sarah Dunham, EPA



Peter Tsirigotis, EPA



Henry Darwin, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality



Eric Massey, Arizona Department of Environmental Quality



Stephen Etsitty, Navajo Nation EPA



carbonpollutioninput@epa.gov



Attachment











Arizona Utilities Group



Responses to Framing Questions



December 13, 2013



1. What is state and stakeholder experience with programs that reduce carbon dioxide (C02)



emissions in the electric power sector?



• Renewable energy



o Arizona utilities and their customers have already made significant investments in



renewable energy, which should be recognized under a Section 111(d) program.



o Utilities regulated by the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC) are required to



generate 15 percent of retail load using renewable energy by 2025, and other utilities



have committed to deliver similar levels of renewable energy through their governance



structures.



o It is likely utilities will make additional investment in renewable resources if availability



of these resources continues to increase and they represent a cost-effective means of



meeting load requirements.



• Energy efficiency



o Utility customers have made significant investments in energy efficiency, resulting in



millions of tons of avoided CO2 emissions. These programs should be allowed to be



incorporated into a Section 111(d) state plan (and considered for incorporation into



Section 111(d) federal plans). Arizona was one of the first states to adopt an energy



efficiency standard through the ACC, and that standard, at 22 percent by 2020, is one of



the most aggressive. Other utilities also have made commitments to energy efficiency



savings through their governance structures.



• Coal unit retirements or fuel switching



o Due to many factors, including the viability of coal-fired generation in light of potential



CO2 emission limits, certain coal-fired generating units owned by Arizona utilities face



the prospect of early retirement or fuel switching (i.e., within the next five years).



o Replacement power for these coal-fired units will be a combination of low and zero CO2



emitting resources, resulting in substantial reductions in CO2 emissions.



o Arizona utility customers will incur costs associated with unit retirements as well as the



replacement power and should be credited for that investment regardless of whether or



not the change was driven primarily by another regulatory program (e.g., Regional



Haze).



• Unit efficiency improvements



o Several coal-fired units in Arizona have completed plant efficiency improvements in



recent years.



o Most of these efficiency improvements have been undertaken in conjunction with other



projects, such as air pollution control equipment installation, because the projects



already triggered New Source Review (NSR) permitting requirements.
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o The ability to complete additional efficiency improvements is significantly limited by the



constraints imposed by the NSR permitting program, the high capital costs associated



with remaining improvement options, and other unit-specific factors.



o CO2 emission savings associated with improvements already completed should be



recognized due to the difficulty of implemenfing further efficiency improvements.



2. How should the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) set the performance standard for state



plans?



• EPA’s charge under Section 111(d) is to provide States with guidelines, not to set performance



standards. The states are charged with setting the performance standards.



• EPA’s guidelines should give each state the ability to establish a unique emissions target taking



into account such things as local fuel supply and emissions reductions programs already in place.



• In establishing guidelines, EPA must account for the Best System of Emission Reductions (BSER)



achievable by a specific source.



o In determining BSER, EPA must consider the following unit-specific factors:



Total costs of a control option — the project itself plus any associated impacts



(i.e., additional controls required under NSR permitting requirements);



• Whether or not the control option is technically feasible based on



implementation of the control option at existing sources;



• Remaining useful life that considers utility customer investments in pollution



controls resulting from other air quality regulations;



• Level of benefit that can be achieved and the incremental cost of that benefit;



and



• Non-air quality health and environmental impacts, as well as energy



requirements.



o Upon completing the BSER analysis, EPA must identify a rate (pounds per megawatt-



hour) with appropriate subcategorization for different types of fuel types and



technologies.



o EPA must take into account regional differences in the current generation resource mix,



as well as regional factors that affect future resource development, in establishing BSER.



Critical, base-load resources should not be penalized by a BSER that is plainly not



achievable due to infrastructure constraints unique to those units.



• EPA should establish in the guidelines document an extensive “toolbox” or “menu” that



provides states with abundant flexibility for achieving emission reductions due to the unique



generation profile within each state. At a minimum, this toolbox or menu should include the



early-action programs already being implemented in Arizona, as described above.



o Renewable energy sources serve differing needs within a utility’s generation portfolio.



EPA should not apply general assumptions to how these resources might displace



traditional, base-load fossil generation sources.



o Hydro-generation must be included as a form of renewable energy regardless of facility



size, or whether or not it is considered “low-impact” hydro-generation (i.e., it should not
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matter if electricity is generated by a natural change in elevation vs. a man-made



change in elevation).



o EPA needs to accommodate the contractual provisions of purchased power agreements



(PPA) for renewable generation where the power purchaser has also purchased the



“environmental attributes” of the renewable resource regardless of the resource’s



location. For example, if a purchaser is located in one state and the resource is located



in a different state, carbon reduction credits need to be preserved per the terms of the



applicable PPA, and not also be counted by the state where the resource is located.



o EPA should provide states with flexibility to determine the appropriate energy efficiency



calculation and accounting conventions for use in the state.



o Emission reductions from the implementation of renewable energy resources or energy



efficiency programs should be assessed using a system-wide emission factor that is



applied to energy savings.



• EPA should allow for “super-compliant” credits to be held in a bank for future use as needed. In



Arizona, several utilities, including those regulated by the ACC, take advantage of credit banks.



• Guidelines must establish clear approvability criteria for the state plan to provide regulatory



certainty to the state and the sources impacted by the plan. Once this criteria is established, EPA



must be held accountable in that its review of the plan should be based on that criteria alone.



• EPA guidelines should provide options for implementation of fleet-wide averaging.



• EPA’s guidelines should recognize the benefits of regional (multi-state) compliance



methodologies and should allow, if not incentivize, such strategies by providing the additional



time needed to coordinate such efforts.



• EPA’s guidelines should recognize the benefits of early action and should provide States with a



framework for recognizing such actions. Recognition of these early actions in the emissions



guidelines document, particularly in informing the timeline for compliance established in the



guideline, increases the cost-effectiveness of any given level of emission reductions and creates



a more consistent and equitable CO2 regulatory program among states.



• The baseline should be set at 2005. This baseline year would ensure previous state actions to



reduce carbon emissions are adequately recognized.



• EPA should provide a reasonable and achievable timeline for compliance, but also provide States



with guidance on how to craft an approvable aliernate timeline.



• EPA should provide a standard method of converting between a rate-based and mass-based



standard.



3. What requirements should state plans meet, and what flexibility should be provided to states in



developing their plans?



• States must be provided with abundant flexibility. EPA should recognize that it is not necessary



for a Section 111(d) state plan to take a traditional New Source Performance Standard approach



to regulation due to the premise that carbon reductions will provide global benefit rather than



targeting local improvement in ambient air quality.
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• State plans must demonstrate emission reductions equivalent to those that would have been



achieved by a source-by-source application of the EPA guideline emission rate. States should be



given latitude in the methodologies used to demonstrate equivalence to the EPA guidelines.



• States should set standards for sources within their state and develop a “State Implementation



Plan (SIP)-like” plan to meet the standards using a suite of options based on EPA’s “toolbox,”



including use of existing programs that reduce CO2 emissions “outside the fence line” of existing



electric generating units.



• States should have the option of setting a rate- or mass-based standard (or combination



thereof) depending on what works best for a state’s energy profile.



• States must be afforded flexibility in the timing of emission reductions. For example,



programs/actions that achieve greater emission reductions, but take longer to achieve should



not be discarded simply based on the timing of the emission reductions.



• “Remaining useful life” should provide a basis for flexibility in the timing of emission reductions,



especially given the magnitude of investments in air quality emission controls that have been



made or will be made at coal-fired power plants in Arizona.



• There should be no constraints placed on crediting CO2 reductions taken as a result of another



regulatory requirement. Similarly, there should be no constraints on crediting emission



reductions for other pollutants achieved as a result of implementing a CO2 reduction measure in



other state planning actions, such as National Ambient Air Quality Standards compliance.



4. What can EPA do to facilitate state plan development and implementation?



• As stated above, States should be given flexibility in the methods to demonstrate equivalent



emission reductions.



• EPA guidelines could provide suggested methodologies for strategies expected to be common



among states (renewable portfolio standards, energy efficiency requirements, etc.), but those



methodologies should not be mandatory.



• EPA should encourage, or even incentivize, coordination among neighboring states, as the



electricity system is not bound by political boundaries.



• EPA should not invest any time in development of “model rules,” as such rules are not likely to



meet the many unique circumstances of individual states.



• EPA must minimize regulatory uncertainty by providing clear guidance to states on how to



design an approvable state plan.



• Given the unique challenges associated with reducing CO2 emissions from power plants and the



complicated nature of the program, EPA should draft its guidelines to give regulated sources



extended (i.e., well beyond 12-month) compliance schedules.



4



























Salt River Project Responses to EPA Stakeholder Questions 
Existing Power Plant Regulation under Section 111(d) 



 
On September 23, 2013, EPA posted to the agency’s website a series of questions addressing topics the 
agency states are relevant to the potential design of a program to reduce carbon emissions from existing 
fossil fuel-fired generating units under section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act (CAA).  Salt River Project 
Agricultural Improvement and Power District (SRP) has reviewed these questions, and this document 
offers SRP’s initial thoughts on the questions posed by EPA.  SRP strongly agrees with EPA that the 
agency must engage in a robust discussion with states and other stakeholders regarding the design and 
implementation of the pending 111(d) program to promote maximum flexibility, ensure cost-effective 
solutions, and build upon the leadership of states in achieving carbon reductions over the past decade. 



SRP is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona that provides retail electric services to more than 
950,000 residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, and mining customers in Arizona. SRP is an 
integrated utility, providing generation, transmission and distribution services, as well as metering and 
billing services.  SRP relies on a diverse portfolio of owned and purchased generation resources that 
includes coal, natural gas, hydroelectric, nuclear, solar, wind, biomass, and geothermal. SRP is an owner 
and/or operator of six coal-fired power plants located in Arizona, New Mexico, and Colorado, and five 
natural gas-fired power plants located in central Arizona.  Given SRP’s ownership and operating interests 
related to fossil-fuel-fired electric generation, SRP has a clear and significant interest in this pending 
action.  



1.  What is state and stakeholder experience with programs that reduce 
CO2 emissions in the electric power sector? 



SRP Sustainable Portfolio Principles 
Like many other utilities, SRP continues to enhance our use of renewable resources and portfolio of 
energy efficiency programs to manage system growth and reduce our system’s carbon emissions 
intensity.  SRP strongly encourages EPA to recognize and provide credit for these efforts within the 
framework of the 111(d) emissions guidelines. 



In 2004, SRP’s publicly-elected Board of Directors directed SRP to enhance its resource portfolio by 
adding significant amounts of renewable energy and sustainable resources through the development of 
“Sustainable Portfolio Principles” (SPP).  The SPP has matured and intensified over the years and now 
requires SRP to ensure that 20% of SRP’s expected retail energy requirements will be met with 
sustainable resources by 2020. This target includes the percentage of retail energy requirements met 
with annual aggregate energy-efficiency savings, pricing measures, hydroelectric generation and other 
renewable generation, including that which is directly attributable to certain customers (such as rooftop 
solar and Community Solar).  



The target for Fiscal Year (FY) 2013 was 10.375% and increases approximately 1.375% per year until 20% 
is reached in FY 2020.1 SRP’s program includes an incentive for early or accelerated acquisition, by 



                                                           
1 SRP operates on a fiscal year of May 1 through April 30. 
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allowing the environmental attributes of sustainable resources to be banked and applied to future years 
or sold to reduce customer costs. SRP’s target also includes the following annual incremental energy 
efficiency savings:  



• FY 2012–FY 2014: 1.50% per year 



• FY 2015–FY 2017: 1.75% per year 



• FY 2018–FY 2020: 2.00% per year 



SRP is currently outperforming the SPP targets.  In FY 2013, 11% of SRP’s retail requirements were met 
with sustainable resources and more than 25% of the energy produced by SRP’s resources had no 
associated greenhouse gas emissions.  SRP also exceeded its annual incremental energy efficiency target 
of 1.50%, achieving 2.25% in FY 2013. 
 
Investor-owned utilities are regulated by the Arizona Corporation Commission (ACC), and are subject to 
the Renewable Energy Standard and Tariff (REST) approved by the ACC in 2006. Similar to SRP’s SPP 
requirements, these rules require that regulated electric utilities generate 15 percent of their energy 
from renewable resources by 2025. Additionally, the investor-owned utilities have similar energy 
efficiency targets in place through 2020. Each year, Arizona's utility companies are required to file 
annual implementation plans describing how they will comply with the REST rules. The proposals include 
incentives for customers who install solar energy technologies for their own homes and businesses. The 
Commission’s Renewable Energy Standards encourage utilities to use solar, wind, biomass, biogas, 
geothermal and other similar technologies to generate “clean” energy to power Arizona’s future. 



Renewable Resources 
The table below shows the renewable resource capacity mix that made up the renewable energy 
portion of SRP’s Sustainable Portfolio in FY 2012. 
 



  
 



 



 
 



 



 



 



SRP believes that EPA must recognize that renewable energy resources serve differing needs within a 
utility’s generation portfolio and therefore the agency cannot apply general assumptions to how these 
resources might displace traditional fossil generation sources.  For example, geothermal is able to 
provide baseload generation by producing emissions-free energy 24 hours a day, seven days a week. 
Solar and wind, on the other hand, are available only when the sun is shining or the wind is blowing. 
Therefore, utilities must plan accordingly for resource availability when adding renewable generation to 



SRP Renewable Energy Mix FY 2012 



Source Megawatts (MW)* 
Biomass Purchases 13 
Community Solar/Large Solar 20 
Rooftop Solar 42 
SRP and Community Partnership Solar 1 
Dry Lake Wind Power Project 1 and 2 
Purchases 127 



Wind Purchases 50 
Geothermal Purchases** 50 
Landfill Gas Purchases 22 
Hydropower (owned and purchased) 391 
Total 716 MW 
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the resource mix.  This includes planning for adequate backup, fossil-fuel-fired generation when 
intermittent renewable resources are unavailable. 



Energy Efficiency 
Energy-efficiency programs contribute to SRP’s overall Sustainable Portfolio goal each year. For FY 2012, 
SRP exceeded the annual incremental energy-efficiency savings goal of 1.5% of retail sales by achieving 
1.81%. During the past few years, SRP has introduced more than 25 new energy-efficiency programs for 
residential and commercial customers. These programs help customers reduce energy use and costs. In 
addition, energy efficiency plays an important role in SRP efforts to meet current and future power 
demand. 



As in other states, Arizona’s electricity customers are served by a mix of energy providers including 
public power, investor-owned utilities, rural electric cooperatives, and merchant entities.  The 
regulatory structure providing oversight of renewables, energy efficiency and other programs that 
reduce carbon emissions is not uniform and SRP expects this will complicate crediting of such programs 
within the framework of a 111(d) compliance schema.  However, the value of these programs to states 
and customers should not be underestimated, and EPA should provide opportunity for stakeholders to 
work together to address the issues necessary to allow crediting of such programs. 



Navajo Generating Station Proposed Alternative to Best Available Retrofit 
Technology 
EPA is in the process of finalizing a Best Available Retrofit Technology (BART) rule for the Navajo 
Generating Station (NGS) that addresses regional haze.  While the BART proposal focuses on the 
reduction of nitrogen oxides (NOx) as a visibility impairing pollutant, a BART alternative proposal 
submitted by a Technical Work Group (TWG) would likely lead to carbon emission reductions. 



EPA’s February 2013 Proposal 
On February 5, 2013, EPA issued a proposed BART rule for NGS.  This 2,250 MW (net) coal-fired baseload 
plant is located on the Navajo Nation in northern Arizona and has six participants:  U.S. Bureau of 
Reclamation, Salt River Project, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, NV Energy, Arizona Public 
Service and Tucson Electric Power. SRP is the plant’s operating agent. 



EPA’s February 2013 proposal would impose a plant-wide average NOx emission limit of 
0.055 lb/MMBtu, which would require installation of selective catalytic reduction (SCR) equipment on all 
three units at NGS within five years of the final rule.  EPA also proposed an alternative that would give 
the NGS owners credit for early installation of low-NOx burners and separated overfire air (LNB/SOFA) at 
NGS, and allow SCR to be installed on one unit per year between 2021 and 2023.   



Both the EPA’s BART Determination and the BART Alternative require the installation of controls on a 
schedule that is potentially unworkable for the NGS participants and threatens the future viability of the 
plant, due to the complicated nature of the lease agreement for the plant site, the partial federal 
ownership of the plant, and other factors.  



In recognition of the unique and complex nature of this issue, EPA also invited the submittal of other 
BART alternatives that achieve the same or greater emission reductions as EPA’s BART determination.  
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Given the challenges imposed by the schedules proposed by EPA in its BART determination and BART 
alternative, SRP proceeded with development of an alternative BART proposal. 



Technical Work Group Agreement 
For several months, SRP collaborated with a TWG to develop a BART alternative for submittal to EPA.  
The TWG includes SRP, the Central Arizona Water Conservation District, the Environmental Defense 
Fund, the Gila River Indian Community, the Navajo Nation, the United States Department of the Interior, 
and the Western Resource Advocates.   



The TWG reached an agreement that was submitted to EPA on July 26, 2013 (“TWG Agreement”). The 
TWG Agreement includes a BART alternative (“TWG Alternative”) that would achieve even greater 
emissions reductions than EPA’s BART determination, while providing greater flexibility to the NGS 
participants to resolve the uncertainties facing the plant before having to invest significant capital in 
additional controls. 



The TWG Alternative includes two alternatives that both achieve even greater NOx emission reductions 
than EPA’s proposed BART determination.  While the BART alternatives currently under consideration 
focus on the reduction of NOx, SRP notes that if EPA proceeds with adoption of either TWG alternative, 
there would also be significant reduction of carbon emissions at NGS due to a commitment to curtail 
coal generation or cease coal generation on one of the plant’s three units.  If the TWG alternative is 
promulgated in the final BART rule for NGS, SRP believes that NGS owners should receive credit towards 
compliance with any emissions reductions targets established under Section 111(d). 



Research and Development Activities 
According to the Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI), “no single technology will suffice in meeting 
[carbon] emissions reduction goals – a diverse portfolio of advanced technologies is needed.” 2  To this 
end, SRP invests in research on technologies to achieve carbon emission reductions from SRP’s power 
generation fleet.  Since 2000, SRP has invested more than $50 million in research and development 
through EPRI and local universities, with a particular focus on topics such as energy efficiency, power 
plant efficiency improvements, renewable resources, and carbon capture and sequestration (CCS). 



Through EPRI, SRP has partnered with process developers, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), and 
other electric utilities to demonstrate technologies through construction and operation of pilot-scale 
and process validation-scale systems. In addition to validating the process efficacy for removing carbon 
dioxide (CO2), a major goal of the demonstrations is to reduce the large energy requirements – both 
electrical for pumps and compressors; and steam that is extracted from the power generation cycle. 



In addition to these demonstration projects, SRP has been supporting EPRI’s strategic research on three 
major activities: 



• Process Simulations – These efforts include in-house modeling to identify target properties of 
solvents, solid sorbents, and membranes for CO2 capture; develop new hybrid separation 
schemes; and evaluate third party carbon capture processes. 



                                                           
2  Electric Power Research Institute, The Full Portfolio, Electric Perspectives, January/February 2008, Page 51. 
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• Materials Development – These efforts focus on development and testing of early stage, novel 
separation materials at laboratory scales. 



• Bench- and Pilot-testing – These efforts involve testing of potential capture processes. 



EPA should recognize that research and development investments such as those funded by SRP are 
critical to ensuring continued progress in development carbon reduction technologies, but should also 
acknowledge that significant additional work is needed before many of these technologies are market 
ready and cost-effective for commercial deployment at the utility scale. 



2.  How should EPA set the performance standard for state plans? 
 
SRP understands from review of the statutory provisions of Section 111(d) that states – not EPA – have 
the primary responsibility and authority to establish and implement performance standards for existing 
fossil-fuel-fired electric generation sources. EPA is to establish emissions guidelines that are provided to 
the states that provide direction to the states to set performance standards. 



Emissions Guidelines 
In establishing the emissions guidelines, EPA is required to define the parameters for states to set 
performance standards for sources using the Best System of Emission Reduction (BSER) that has been 
determined to have been “adequately demonstrated” and is “achievable” for each source type.  Section 
111(d) allows for consideration of the cost of achieving such reductions and any non-air quality health 
and environmental impacts and energy requirements that may result.  Because the emissions guidelines 
must be achievable by each source type, SRP believes EPA must establish separate guidelines for electric 
generating units based upon fuel source and technology. For example, there should be separate 
emissions standard for coal-fired units and natural gas-fired units, and further sub-categorization for 
pulverized and fluidized bed coal-fired boilers, and combined cycle and simple cycle natural gas turbines.   
 
Currently, there are no GHG controls for existing sources that could serve as the basis for an emission 
standard.  EPA may look to setting the standard based upon what can occur within the plant fence line, 
including improvements to unit heat rates.  SRP is aware of a desire by some stakeholders to include fuel 
switching and co-firing of coal with lower carbon fuels as a basis for establishing BSER, but SRP believes 
that such a mandate would result in significant economic impact on utility ratepayers and that EPA must 
recognize that alternative fuels are not available in all locations.  For example, while there is significant 
natural gas availability in the western U.S., natural gas transmission is limited in some locations (Figure 
1).   Similarly, access to biomass fuel for co-firing is extremely limited in the western U.S (Figure 2), and 
may be further constrained by an inability to cost-effectively harvest and ship the fuel to plant locations. 
 
EPA must take into account regional differences in the current generation resource mix as well as 
regional factors that affect future resource development in establishing the BSER.  Important baseload 
resources should not be penalized by a BSER that is plainly not achievable due to infrastructure 
constraints. 
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Figure 1. U.S. Natural Gas Transportation Corridors, 2008 



 



 
 



Figure 2.  U.S. Biomass Potential 
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In addition to infrastructure constraints, SRP notes that the western U.S. is different in other respects 
that warrant consideration in development of emissions guidelines.  For example, there are a number of 
large power plants in the western U.S. generation fleet that have multiple owners.  Decisions regarding 
capital investments and operational changes in jointly owned plants can be complicated and time-
consuming efforts due to the differences in the corporate and governance structures of participating 
owners.  However, these assets are often critical providers of baseload power to customers, and are not 
easily replaced.  Furthermore, these plants, and many other western plants, are located in remote 
locations where they are vital economic engines for the rural communities in which they are located.  
They provide local tax revenue that supports colleges, schools, roads, health care and other necessary 
community services.  SRP encourages EPA to produce guidelines that accommodate continued 
operation of these valuable western assets. 



New Source Review and BSER 
In establishing BSER, EPA must account for constraints and costs that may apply as a result of other CAA 
programs.  Of particular concern is the effect the New Source Review (NSR) permitting program may 
have on “inside the fence” efficiency projects.  Under the current NSR rules, there is a possibility that 
efficiency improvement projects could trigger NSR.  SRP believes that the only way to address this issue 
is by providing a clear and direct exclusion from NSR applicability for projects that are undertaken at 
affected sources to improve efficiency and reduce GHG emissions.  For example, EPA could change the 
NSR applicability rules to measure emissions increase for efficiency projects in terms of an output-based 
measure (e.g., lb/MWh), thus recognizing that such projects result in decreased emissions.  Another way 
to address the issue, short of providing an NSR exclusion, would be to account for the potential cost of 
NSR permitting – which is typically large – in determining BSER, as the CAA requires.  At a minimum, EPA 
should make clear that the states may, in their own implementation rules or on a case-by-case basis, 
determine that an efficiency project that would trigger NSR permitting would not be considered BSER, 
because of cost. 



State Performance Standards under Section 111(d)  
Section 111(d) of the CAA gives states primacy in developing performance standards to comply with EPA 
guidelines.  Although states should have the opportunity to adopt strategies that are best aligned with 
their state energy policy and electric generation resource mix, EPA will need to provide guidance on the 
range of the emissions reduction measures states may use for compliance and what procedures and 
criteria states should use to demonstrate that their plans are satisfactory. Potential flexible, systems-
based measures include actual and planned plant retirements, fleet averaging, renewable energy, 
energy efficiency programs, clean energy standards and emissions trading. 
 
To accommodate the different economic conditions in the states, SRP believes states should have the 
flexibility to use either a mass-based or emission rate-based standard of performance to achieve 
program targets. Either of these systems has the ability to achieve carbon reductions, particularly if 
coupled with incentives for states to grow or enhance energy programs and policies that credit carbon 
emissions reductions that take place outside of the plant fence line.  It is important that a 111(d) 
program not constrain economic growth.  EPA should recognize that it is not necessary for this program 
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to take a more traditional approach to regulation due to the premise that carbon reductions will provide 
global benefit rather than local improvement in ambient air quality.   
 
SRP also believes it is essential to provide credit for actions that have a co-benefit of carbon reductions.  
For example, the possible retirement or generation curtailment of a unit at NGS could have the effect of 
reducing the carbon emissions from this plant by as much as one-third.  As the changes to NGS are being 
undertaken to address NOx, not carbon, there should be no constraints placed on crediting the carbon 
reductions under a 111(d) program.  



Credit for Early Action 
A number of states, including Arizona, have implemented policies or taken actions that have achieved 
significant carbon emission reductions in advance of Section 111(d) rulemaking.  These programs have 
and will contribute to emissions reductions following the adoption of carbon standards for existing 
sources. These early action efforts have been paid for by customers and should be accounted for in 
crediting states for carbon reductions. Recognition by EPA of these early actions in the emissions 
guidelines document, particularly in informing the timeline for compliance established in the guideline, 
is important, as such recognition increases the cost-effectiveness of any given level of emission 
reductions and creates a more consistent and equitable carbon regulatory program among states.   
 
Regarding setting a baseline from which to measure future carbon emission reductions, SRP agrees with 
other commenters that 2005 would be an acceptable baseline year that would adequately recognize 
previous state actions to reduce carbon emissions through adoption of renewable energy and energy 
efficiency programs.    



3.  What requirements should state plans meet, and what flexibility 
should be provided to states in developing their plans? 



 
As stated previously, SRP believes that states should have broad flexibility in developing programs to 
comply with Section 111(d).  States should be able to design their own plans and programs for 
compliance, but EPA must make it clear what criteria each plan should meet to be approved by EPA.   



Remaining Useful Life 
SRP believes this component of the 111(d) regulatory framework plays a critical part in implementation 
strategy in Arizona and other parts of the western U.S.  In general, western coal-based generation is 
newer and has more pollution controls than coal-based generation in other parts of the country.  This is 
because western coal-based generation was generally constructed later, and was subject to additional 
pollution controls (and their attendant capital and operating costs) requirements than units developed 
prior to the CAA. Further, numerous western electric generating units have recently been mandated by 
EPA to install additional, expensive pollution controls under the BART provisions of the Regional Haze 
Rule.  SRP is extremely concerned about the impacts to our ratepayers from stranded investments if 
carbon standards under 111(d) drive premature retirement of these important baseload assets.   Any 
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rulemaking under CAA § 111(d) must allow states to fully consider the “remaining useful life” of each 
source in development of state plans and associated compliance timelines to avoid unfairly and 
disproportionately impacting units that are critical to our customers’ secure energy supply, and 
Arizona’s and other western states’ energy infrastructure.  



Energy Efficiency Programs 
EPA faces challenges in incorporating utility energy efficiency programs into the framework of a 111(d) 
regulation as energy efficiency programs are not designed to directly displace specific generation units, 
but rather are a cost-effective way to avoid use of current generation resources or delay construction of 
new generation resources.  Certain efficiency programs can also reduce the need to install, upgrade or 
replace transmission and distribution equipment. 
 
By allowing utilities to reduce or manage the energy consumption on their systems, energy efficiency 
programs reduce fossil fuel use and associated carbon dioxide emissions.  For this reason, SRP believes 
that EPA should allow states to include energy efficiency programs as a measure to help achieve 111(d) 
performance standards.  In addition, EPA should provide states with the flexibility to determine the 
appropriate calculation mechanisms for use in that state, as there will not be uniformity in current 
program accounting across states.  Also, states served by multiple utilities may not have uniformity in 
program accounting within the state.  For example, some utilities may be subject to specific 
requirements imposed by a public utility commission (e.g., an investor-owned utility), while others may 
be governed by voluntary efforts or an alternate regulatory structure (e.g., a rural electric cooperative or 
public power utility).   



Renewable Resources 
SRP believes EPA has already recognized that renewable resources will be an integral part of any 111(d) 
program.  A Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) program is an important policy mechanism to 
encourage development of renewable energy, and such programs have been adopted by the majority of 
states.  These policies require or encourage electricity producers within a given jurisdiction to supply a 
certain minimum share of their electricity from designated renewable resources. Generally, these 
resources include wind, solar, geothermal, biomass, and some types of hydroelectricity, but may include 
other resources such as landfill gas, municipal solid waste, and tidal energy.  However, states without 
RPS policies have also seen significant increases in renewable generation over the past few years 
resulting from a combination of federal incentives, state programs, and market conditions. Increases in 
renewable generation have been driven by the availability of federal tax incentives, as well as by state 
RPS policies.  
 
Because utility management of renewable resources varies between systems and between states, EPA 
will need to provide flexibility to states in how renewable resources are incorporated into 111(d) plans.  
As stated earlier in this document, SRP has in place Board-mandated Sustainable Portfolio Principles 
(SPP) that guide integration and use of renewable resources on the SRP system.  Based on our 
experience with the SPP, SRP would recommend the following be considered when addressing use of 
renewable resources in a 111(d) program: 
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• Hydro-generation must be included as a form of renewable energy regardless of facility size, or 
whether or not it is considered “low-impact” hydro-generation (i.e., it should not matter if 
electricity is generated by natural change in elevation vs. man-made change in elevation). 
 



• Renewables used to meet a greenhouse gas standard should also be creditable towards meeting 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for criteria pollutants.  As carbon dioxide is not 
a criteria pollutant regulated under the NAAQS provisions of the CAA, criteria pollutant 
reductions that are achieved as a co-benefit of 111(d) requirements should be available for 
crediting in State Implementation Plans prepared for the NAAQS program.   
 



• SRP believes emission reductions should be assessed using a system-wide emission factor that is 
applied to energy production.  In addition, EPA needs to accommodate the contractual 
provisions of purchased power agreements (PPA) for renewable generation where the power 
purchaser has also purchased the “environmental attributes” of the renewable resource 
regardless of the resource’s location – i.e., if the purchaser is located in one state and the 
resource is located in a different state, carbon reduction credits need to be preserved per the 
terms of the applicable PPA, and not also counted by the state where the resource is located. 
 



• EPA should allow for “super-compliant” credits to be held in a bank for future use.  In Arizona, 
both SRP and ACC-regulated utilities currently take advantage of credit banks. 
 



• EPA should allow program implementation and compliance to occur across a utility’s ownership 
share (including purchased power), so SRP may obtain credit for renewable energy that it 
purchases from other states. 



Unit Retirements 
Although the timeline for a 111(d) program has yet to be determined, SRP assumes fossil fuel unit 
retirements will occur during the program’s duration.  As unit retirements will likely offer the greatest 
opportunity for carbon reductions under a 111(d) program, unit retirements should be creditable in any 
state plan.  The absence of crediting could provide the perverse outcome of encouraging marginal 
operation of existing units in order to avoid the costs associated with permitting and construction of 
new sources. Additionally, many coal-fired generating plants are co-owned by several utilities and are 
located outside Arizona.  Any credit methodology must take into account these complexities. 



Phased Implementation Approach 
It is important that a 111(d) program not constrain economic growth.  One way EPA could help 
moderate the economic impacts of the program is to apply a phased approach to implementation.  SRP 
believes this approach offers promise in creating additional compliance flexibility, and would allow 
states to better tailor 111(d) programs to align with existing renewables mandates, energy efficiency 
programs, emissions trading programs, or other mechanisms.  It would also allow time for new carbon 
reduction technologies to be tested and made available for commercial deployment. 
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Under this approach, states could establish a series of “increments” at a rate- or mass-based level based 
on measures that are more likely to be achievable in the shorter term and in the longer term.  For 
example: 



• Short-term reductions are based on cost-effective “low-hanging-fruit” (i.e., basic plant efficiency 
upgrades, incorporation of existing renewables and demand-side efficiency programs).3 



• Mid-term reductions incorporate additional measures that are more difficult or more capital 
intensive to implement (such as more complex efficiency upgrades, fuel switching, and unit 
retirements).  



• Long-term reductions could include retirement of units that have been identified for longer term 
operation due to significant capital investments made under other EPA programs (e.g., BART, 
CSAPR, and NSR).  



Interstate Cooperation 
If EPA allows states to pursue alternative, flexible compliance approaches – such as credit for plant 
retirement, trading and fleet averaging – interstate cooperation in the regulation of carbon emissions 
will be an important design issue.  Section 111(d) establishes a process for state-specific plans.   SRP has 
ownership in generation and transmission facilities across several states (Arizona, Colorado, and New 
Mexico) and on the Navajo Nation (in Arizona and New Mexico).  SRP believes that EPA must 
incorporate provisions into the agency’s 111(d) guidelines that provide explicit incentives to states to 
work together to achieve emissions reduction goals as interstate cooperation will be a crucial 
component in advancing the environmental benefits of the 111(d) program.  SRP believes the potential 
for emissions reductions will be constrained, and program costs will increase, if there is no ability to 
design state programs to accommodate system-wide compliance by affected utilities. 



Flexible State Plan Development and Approval Schedule 
EPA should recognize the significant effort that will be required of states in developing standards that 
protect potential economic growth, but also achieve carbon reductions consistent with EPA’s guidelines.  
EPA should also acknowledge that many states have limited resources available to accomplish this 
significant task, and that those resources are heavily constrained by the need to develop plans for other 
regulatory requirements, such as the NAAQS program.  With this in mind, EPA should provide states 
with more than one year develop and submit plans, particularly in cases where the state wishes to work 
cooperatively with other states and jurisdictions in development of an approvable plan.  States should 
retain primacy in this process and not be subjected to a federal plan solely due to an inability to meet 
the deadline included in the President’s Climate Action Plan.   
                                                           
3 SRP notes that many utilities have already implemented efficiency improvements at existing power plants in 
recent years in association with major pollution control projects driven by other regulatory requirements. While 
additional “low hanging fruit” may still be available, SRP suspects that this universe is small and likely constrained 
by either projected capital costs and/or NSR regulations. 
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4. What can EPA do to facilitate state plan development and 
implementation? 



 
EPA should recognize the diversity of individual states and their energy resource mix. It is important that 
EPA minimize regulatory uncertainty by providing clear guidance to states on how to design an 
approvable state plan.  EPA should establish criteria for such things as state reduction targets and 
qualifying energy efficiency and renewables programs.  EPA guidance should also provide options for 
implementing fleet averaging and trading of emissions for compliance purposes between two or more 
states.  EPA should provide a reasonable and achievable timeline for compliance, but also provide states 
with guidance on how to craft an approvable alternate timeline.  With respect to program emissions 
targets, EPA’s guidance should provide the ability for each state to have a unique emissions target taking 
into account such things as local fuel supply and emissions reductions programs already in place.   



SRP encourages EPA to work closely with states and to provide time and flexibility to allow states to 
develop plans on a reasonable timeline, recognizing resource constraints and the challenges associated 
with this rulemaking effort.  This will avoid the need for imposition of federal plans and promote 
effective cooperation and achievement of the emission reduction objectives set forth in EPA’s 
guidelines. 
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			1.  What is state and stakeholder experience with programs that reduce CO2 emissions in the electric power sector?


			SRP Sustainable Portfolio Principles


			Renewable Resources


			Energy Efficiency





			Navajo Generating Station Proposed Alternative to Best Available Retrofit Technology


			EPA’s February 2013 Proposal


			Technical Work Group Agreement





			Research and Development Activities





			2.  How should EPA set the performance standard for state plans?


			Emissions Guidelines


			New Source Review and BSER


			State Performance Standards under Section 111(d)


			Credit for Early Action





			3.  What requirements should state plans meet, and what flexibility should be provided to states in developing their plans?


			Remaining Useful Life


			Energy Efficiency Programs


			Renewable Resources


			Unit Retirements


			Phased Implementation Approach


			Interstate Cooperation


			Flexible State Plan Development and Approval Schedule





			4. What can EPA do to facilitate state plan development and implementation?










Coalition for Innovative Climate Solutions



The Coalition for Innovative Climate Solutions (“CICS”) is a group of forward-thinking electric
generating companies and electric service providers located across the country. CICS
members reflect our nation’s diverse geography with widely varying energy resources, state
regulatory frameworks, and electricity market conditions. As EPA develops regulations to
establish greenhouse gas performance standards for the power sector, our goal is to provide
EPA and the states with constructive input on how best to set such standards so as to
achieve meaningful reductions through a process that is legally defensible, economically
rational, and workable across varied geographic, regulatory, and market landscapes.



CICS members have experience in implementing local and regional measures that achieve
significant emission reductions while assuring a reliable power supply and protecting their
customers and ratepayers. Our guiding principles for developing legally defensible GHG
regulations for existing sources under Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act are that EPA must:



(1) recognize the primacy of states in setting the existing source standards and
implementing their programs;



(2) encourage the states to be flexible and promote innovation, and allow states to
utilize a wide range of measures to achieve GHG emission reductions;



(3) recognize the regional diversity and divergent opportunities available to states
and electric generating companies; and



(4) allow states to benefit from the measures and programs already undertaken to
address climate change.



We support an approach that builds on years of hard work and innovation and that
leverages existing state programs. By allowing states to develop a portfolio of measures
that are appropriate to each state, the existing source GHG rule can achieve the deepest
reductions while minimizing economic dislocations. Within the electric industry, some of
the most cost-effective reduction measures will involve non-emitting generation sources
and down-stream activities.



EPA’s authority under Section 111 of the Clean Air Act is limited. EPA cannot require states
to adopt specific programs such as renewable portfolio standards, energy efficiency
programs, or intrastate cap-and-trade programs. EPA can, however, recognize that such
measures and programs may be more effective than source-specific measures that EPA itself
could implement under Section 111(d). The CICS believes that a flexible program — one
that recognizes state primacy, encourages innovation, recognizes early actions and accounts
for geographic differences — will result in greater reductions, at lower cost, than can be
achieved through a federal program resting solely on EPA’s Section 111(d) authority.



The above issues are critical to the development of an effective, rational and legally
defensible existing source performance standard program for the power industry.
Throughout the rulemaking process, the CICS will provide input to EPA and the states to
assure that the existing source GHG rule is both effective and economically sound.











Coalition for Innovative Climate Solutions - Members



• Entergy



• Great River Energy



• Portland General Electric Company



• PPL Services Corporation, including its affiliates LG&E and KU



• PSEG



• Public Service Company of New Mexico



• Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District



• Xcel Energy



States Where CICS Members Operate



Arizona Minnesota North Dakota



Arkansas Mississippi Oregon



Colorado Montana Pennsylvania



Kentucky New Jersey Texas



Louisiana New Mexico Wisconsin











11-12-13



SRP Principles for 111(d) GHG Regulation



• The Clean Air Act (CM) provides the States with the primary authority to develop and
implement standards under CAA section 111(d). SRP believes EPA must preserve State
discretion in adopting the appropriate existing source performance standards for each State.
As EPA has stated, it is important that existing source standards are premised on local
solutions that take into account the unique energy needs of each State. EPA must consider
the States as true partners in this significant rulemaking effort.



• EPA’s emissions guidelines to the States must include a “best system of emission reduction”
(BSER) for reducing GHG emissions from existing units that is premised on what is achievable
at each source to be covered by the standards. EPA must carefully consider cost, unit-
specific characteristics and actual demonstrated technology for GHG reduction in making this
BSER determination. SRP believes the only currently viable, demonstrated technology for
reducing GHG emissions “inside the fence” at existing units is to improve unit efficiency.
Once BSER is established, States should be provided with abundant flexibility to craft plans
for 111(d) performance standards that use a diverse mix of emissions reductions strategies,
including plant efficiency improvements, renewables, customer energy efficiency programs
(e.g., demand side management), fuel switching and emissions trading programs.



• EPA’s emissions guidelines must not force States to retire or curtail existing coal-fired units
that provide stable, reliable baseload generation for consumers. SRP has recently
committed to significant new pollution controls on our coal fleet in response to other EPA
regulations (e.g., the Regional Haze Rule and Mercury and Air Toxics Standards Rule). It
would be irrational to strand these investments under a greenhouse gas regulation when
they were considered cost-effective under previous EPA analysis. It is critical that new GHG
regulation consider the “remaining useful life” of each covered source to avoid premature
abandonment of resources that have a prominent role in State energy plans.



• EPA must allow States to incorporate State-specific needs into the emissions reductions
targets identified in state plans. States that have made heavy investment in renewable
generation, or have had plant retirements should receive full credit for the emissions
reductions attributable to these actions. Some states with newer, well-controlled baseload
resources should be able to adjust timelines for compliance to address full utilization of
these resources. States that are anticipating significant load growth will need a
performance standard that does not impact the economic underpinnings of this growth.
These systems will need a rate-based standard that affords more flexibility in resource
transition.
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From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: Google Alert - Four Corners Power Plant
Date: Monday, December 02, 2013 7:09:53 AM


Interesting article. Esp. the quote I highlighted in bold/red below that is contrary to the TWG
 alternative of partial closure or curtailment, and the fact that the Four Corners FIP is final!
 


Posted: Friday, November 29, 2013 5:00 am


Tribal leaders meet in Washington to hear from Obama, Cabinet officials Jack Fitzpatrick - Cronkite News |
 3 comments


WASHINGTON — President Barack Obama told tribal leaders Nov. 20 that his Climate Action Plan, which calls for
 new carbon-emission limits on existing power plants, will help combat climate change that he said is already
 affecting Native American communities.
“Already, many of your lands have felt the impacts of a changing climate, including more extreme flooding and
 droughts,” Obama said at the conclusion of the fifth annual White House Tribal Nations Conference, which
 featured wide-ranging speeches by the president and many of his Cabinet members.
But Navajo Nation President Ben Shelly said he worries that clean-air rules being planned by the administration
 could cost considerable revenue and jobs if power plants on the nation’s lands are partially shut down because
 they emit too much carbon dioxide.
“Give us a transition period,” said Shelly, one of the hundreds of officials at the one-day conference. “We are
 producing energy and revenue for ourselves and our jobs. You cannot just shut us off and say you can’t burn
 coal.”
Clean air was just one of the topics at the event, which featured presentations from a number of agency heads
 and Cabinet officials, including secretaries of Justice, Veterans Affairs, Transportation and Health and Human
 Services.
But much of the discussion involving Arizona tribes centered on environmental threats.
Energy Secretary Ernest Moniz and Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Gina McCarthy both said the
 Navajo Nation faces a water shortage if climate change continues to aggravate extreme droughts. McCarthy
 called climate change “the most challenging public health issue of our time” in her speech at the Department of
 the Interior.
“Southwestern tribes like the Navajo see severe droughts affecting their water supply, their agriculture, their ability
 to be sustainable,” McCarthy said.
Moniz called for more renewable energy, saying climate change has already led to decreased river flows that have
 affected about 100 tribes that depend on hydroelectric power from the Hoover and Glen Canyon dams. Even the
 two coal-fired power plants on the Navajo Nation could be affected if there is not enough water to operate them,
 Moniz said.
Shelly said it is important to keep those plants – the Navajo Generating Station and the Four Corners
 Power Plant – open, but that the EPA needs to work with the tribe to make sure upcoming regulations do
 not curtail production at the plants or shut them down altogether.
The EPA is scheduled to propose new carbon-emissions limits in June 2014, and Shelly said the tribe is willing to
 work with the agency to invest in renewable energy and in carbon-capture technology that would eventually make
 the plants cleaner. But the Navajo should be given three to four years to implement technology to clean up its
 coal-fired plants, he said.
Other members of Obama’s Cabinet touched on a variety of topics at the event, including health care, domestic
 violence and transportation.
Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius said about a third of Native Americans do not have
 health insurance, which is why the Affordable Care Act could be especially beneficial to them.
“In spite of the issues that have plagued the (health exchange) website for the past six weeks, it is getting
 significantly better,” Sebelius said.
Attorney General Eric Holder praised this year’s reauthorization of the Violence Against Women Act, which
 expanded the law to include new provisions to protect Native American women living on tribal land.
And Transportation Secretary Anthony Foxx emphasized the need to improve infrastructure on reservations,
 “connecting every person on these shores to 21st-century opportunities.”
In addition to talking policy, Obama took time in his speech to praise Native Americans for their contributions to the
 country, particularly through the military. He mentioned the Navajo Code Talkers in World War II and Lori







 Piestewa — a Hopi who he said was the first Native American woman to die in combat as a member of the armed
 services — as examples of great Native American veterans.
“We draw strength from the Navajo Code Talkers whose skill helped win the Second World War,” Obama said.
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Google Alerts [mailto:googlealerts-noreply@google.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 29, 2013 12:00 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Google Alert - Four Corners Power Plant
 
News 1 new result for Four Corners Power Plant


Tribal leaders meet in Washington to hear from Obama, Cabinet ... White Mountain Independent
Shelly said it is important to keep those plants – the Navajo Generating Station and the Four Corners
 Power Plant – open, but that the EPA needs to work with ...
See all stories on this topic »


Unsubscribe from this alert. 
Create another alert. 
Manage your alerts.








From: Lee, Anita
To: Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: FW: NGS weekly
Date: Thursday, May 29, 2014 12:50:00 PM


_____________________________________________
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:45 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Cc: Lakin, Matt; McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: RE: NGS weekly


Final Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Navajo Generating Station (NGS): In early
 July, we will request the Administrator’s signature on a final action on the Best Available
 Retrofit Technology (BART) FIP for NGS. The FIP will require implementation of the
 “better than BART” Alternative put forth by a diverse group of stakeholders known as the
 Technical Work Group (TWG). Most major stakeholders support the TWG Alternative except
 for several environmental and Navajo grassroots organizations. There is no consent decree
 requirement to take final action. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan)


Thanks for sending me the example Niloufar!


_____________________________________________
From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: NGS weekly


Final Regional Haze Federal Implementation Plan (FIP) for Arizona: By June 27, we will
 request the Administrator’s signature on a final action on the Regional Haze FIP for Arizona.
 The FIP will require additional controls from six sources that will reduce emissions and
 improve visibility. Our proposal was controversial with industry, the State, environmental
 groups and the federal land managers. The response to comments will be extensive. Final
 action is required by June 27, under the terms of a consent decree with the National Parks
 Conservation Association. (Contact: Colleen McKaughan)


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 







D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov


_____________________________________________
From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:35 AM
To: Glosson, Niloufar
Subject: RE: NGS weekly


I assume then that there is also a weekly for AZ Haze? If so, Can you email it to me so that I
 can use it as a template? (wording re: administrator signature)


Thank u!


_____________________________________________
From: Glosson, Niloufar
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: NGS weekly
Importance: High


Hi there –


Not sure if you got word that someone put you down for doing an weekly for NGS. It
 is of course due yesterday.


The managers meeting got moved from Tues to Thurs this week so everyone is kind
 of late … Sorry.


Thanks,


- - Niloufar


_____________________________________________


Niloufar Nazmi Glosson


U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 


D: (415)972-3684| C: 415-328-1143| E: Glosson.niloufar@epa.gov








From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Jordan, Deborah
Cc: Saracino, Ray; Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: Notes from today"s NGS call
Date: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 2:19:00 PM
Attachments: NREL Phase 2 Sub-team agenda and notes 080713.docx


Hi, Debbie,


Ray wrote up notes for today’s call. I would characterize today’s call as getting people caught up with
 the latest developments, such as the TWG BART alternative, and a general discussion of how to
 move forward with the NREL Phase ll study. We should get together and discuss how we want to
 participate in study development, since the time frame for NREL Phase ll and the BART
 determination will be running in parallel.  It sounds like DOI wants to keep the NREL study focused
 on the impacted groups. They decided to treat Navajo and Hopi separately which is a good move on
 their part.


Colleen


From: Saracino, Ray 
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2013 1:35 PM
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: Notes from today's NGS call


Colleen – My notes, FYI.  - Ray


Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead  |  Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9)  |  75 Hawthorne Street  |  San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361  |  saracino.ray@epa.gov  |  www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange


Converted attachment to PDF and deleted from here. See partial release folder








From: Spiegelman, Nina
To: ROBERT MOYER (Moyer.Robert@epa.gov)
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
Date: Monday, October 20, 2014 5:33:00 PM


More. N.B. the part where Janet answers the question “Why is this such a noteworthy
 accomplishment?”


 


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2014 5:08 PM
To: Spiegelman, Nina
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
 


Here is this.


 


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:17 PM
To: R9-AIR
Cc: Spiegelman, Nina; Moyer, Robert; Lyons, Ann
Subject: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
 


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 







 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet








From: Lee, Anita
To: Luis Garcia-Bakarich
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:34:00 PM


This went out to OAR from Janet. That was really nice of her!


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:17 PM
To: R9-AIR
Cc: Spiegelman, Nina; Moyer, Robert; Lyons, Ann
Subject: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
 


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example







 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet








From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
Date: Friday, November 21, 2014 7:08:46 AM


Found it!


 


From: Jordan, Deborah 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:17 PM
To: R9-AIR
Cc: Spiegelman, Nina; Moyer, Robert; Lyons, Ann
Subject: OAR Shout Out to Anita and NGS team!
 


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian







 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet








From: Craig, Beth
To: Jordan, Deborah
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 2:34:31 PM


Dear Debbie, this is an amazing accomplishment.  I know that Region 9 must be so proud – you and
 your staff deserve all of the kudos, Beth


 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet












From: Zimpfer  Amy
To: Jordan  Deborah; Lee  Anita; McKaughan  Colleen; Lyons  Ann; Spiegelman  Nina
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out
Date: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:32:44 PM


Major, Major thumbs up!!!


 


Amy Zimpfer, Associate Director
USEPA, Region 9, Air Division
75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 94105
zimpfer amy@epa gov  + 1 415 947 4146
_________________________________________________________________________________________                                                                                      
                                                                                            
NOTICE: This communication may contain privileged or other confidential information.  If you are not the intended recipient, or believe that you have received this communication in error, please do not print, copy,
 retransmit, disseminate, or otherwise use the information.  Also, please indicate to the sender that you have received this communication in error, and delete the copy you received.


 


 
 


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 12:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal implementation plan or FIP) to
 substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA
 Regional Haze program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11 national parks and
 wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the
 NGS’ power generation supports water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands, and
 other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive analysis and outreach with multiple
 stakeholders working to balance competing interests.  The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal
 lands, employs over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of Reclamation, the Salt River
 Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the
 most complex situations I have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but an alternative developed by the
 Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River
 Indian Community, the Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed the basis of a
 Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will
 allow more flexibility and provide lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings across
 Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations, and sorted through over 77,000 comments.
 A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the
 success of this effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past several years to implement the
 visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated
 FIPs or partial FIPs for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian Country, EPA has
 promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example of stakeholders working together to develop a plan
 that makes sense for them and meets the requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will
 reduce pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and special places, and improving
 public health along the way. 


Janet








From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: OAR Shout Out
Date: Wednesday, July 30, 2014 7:26:00 AM


I wanted to make sure you all saw this


From: McCabe, Janet 
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: OAR-WIDE-EVERYONE; Air Division Directors and Deputies
Subject: OAR Shout Out
 


Yesterday our Region 9 colleagues announced the Agency’s final plan (known as a federal
 implementation plan or FIP) to substantially reduce NOx emissions from the Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS) on tribal land in Arizona.  This action, under the CAA Regional Haze
 program, will reduce NOx emissions by 80 percent and significantly improve visibility at 11
 national parks and wilderness areas, including the Grand Canyon, Mesa Verde, Zion, Bryce
 Canyon and the Petrified Forest.   A large portion of the NGS’ power generation supports
 water movement to the Navajo Nation and other tribes in Arizona, nearby agricultural lands,
 and other areas, and tribal water rights and other trust responsibilities are implicated. 


Why is this such a noteworthy accomplishment?  This is the culmination of years of extensive
 analysis and outreach with multiple stakeholders working to balance competing interests. 
 The NGS is the largest coal plant west of the Mississippi, is located on tribal lands, employs
 over 500 Native Americans, and has six different owners - including DOI’s Bureau of
 Reclamation, the Salt River Project, the LA Department of Water and Power, Arizona Public
 Service, NV Energy and Tucson Electric Power.  It is truly one of the most complex situations I
 have ever been involved with.


Another noteworthy part of this decision is that what we finalized was not our proposal, but
 an alternative developed by the Technical Work Group on NGS, made up of representatives
 from the Salt River Project, the DOI, the Navajo Nation, the Gila River Indian Community, the
 Environmental Defense Fund and others.  This group developed an agreement that formed
 the basis of a Supplemental Proposal last October.  The agreement, known as “better than
 BART” (BART = Best Available Retrofit Technology) will allow more flexibility and provide
 lower lifetime emissions of NOx from this power plant. Region 9 held five public hearings
 across Arizona, including the Navajo and Hopi Reservations, held 50 (50!) tribal consultations,
 and sorted through over 77,000 comments. A big thanks to the Region 9 project lead, Anita
 Lee, and the many others in Region 9, OGC, and OAR who contributed to the success of this
 effort. 


This decision is the latest in the series of Regional Haze decisions EPA has made over the past
 several years to implement the visibility provisions of the Clean Air Act.  In most cases we
 have approved state plans, but in a few situations we have promulgated FIPs or partial FIPs
 for states and, in the case of NGS and the Four Corners plant, which are both in Indian
 Country, EPA has promulgated FIPs as the original regulating agency.  NGS is just one example
 of stakeholders working together to develop a plan that makes sense for them and meets the
 requirements of the Act.  Altogether, the plans developed by the states and EPA will reduce
 pollution across the country by thousands of tons, protecting our country’s most wild and
 special places, and improving public health along the way. 


Janet
















I have identified for each of these Committees the Region IX Members of Congress and
 potential issues for which we may wish to prepare fact sheets for or other “Hot Issues” in their
 respective Districts. I have put a link to their Congressional District so you can see the
 geographical areas they represent. I have added a few suggested issues in the right hand
 column, but you can decide whether you wish to submit fact sheets on those or other issues
 you feel are most relevant.


HQ Budget Office is requesting that we submit all Region IX Fact Sheets by the requested due
 date of Tuesday, February 25, 2014.


Ø  Attachment “A” provides the requested Fact Sheet Template (Note: If the Resources
 Table is not applicable or relevant to question be addressed, the table can be deleted
 from Fact Sheet)


Ø  All Regional Fact Sheets need to be reviewed and approved by the Regional
 Administrator prior to submittal to HQ. To meet the HQ requested deadline of
 submittal by Tuesday, February 25th , please send all Fact Sheets to Brent Maier by
 COB Monday, February 24th  to provide time to compile and submit to Front Office
 for RA approval.


House Energy and Commerce Full Committee & Subcommittee on Energy and Power
Scheduled for March 25, 2014 at 10:00am with Administrator as Witness







Please give me a call if you have questions or need any additional information. Thanks in
 advance for your assistance with this budget hearing request. 


Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256


From: Lindo, Talitha 
Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2014 12:29 PM
To: OCFO-SBO; OCFO-Regional-Comptroller; RCL's; PADs and Alternates; Baylson, Joshua
Cc: OCFO-OB; OCFO-SBO-STAFF; Froehlich, Maryann; Bloom, David; Walsh, Ed; Blizzard, James; Vaught,
 Laura; Distefano, Nichole; Baylson, Joshua; Terris, Carol
Subject: FY 2015 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings - Fact Sheets


Good afternoon All,


Please see the attached memo and the following attachments outlining the request for FY 2015
 Budget Release and Appropriations Hearings Fact Sheets. 


If you have any questions regarding this memorandum or require additional information, please
 contact your Media Analyst or Talitha Lindo at 202-564-3964.


Talitha Lindo
Program Analyst
OCFO Office of Budget
Formulation Team
202-564-3964




























































